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Current Topics. 
The Lord Chancellor and the Legal Profession. 


Tue Bar Council has, very properly, placed on record its 
emphatic repudiation of the suggestion, made by the Lord 


| Chancellor in the House of Lords in the course of the discussion 


of the County Courts Bill, that in opposing certain provisions of 
that Bill “the Council had been actuated by any interested 
motive, and its regret that such an imputation should have been 
ever made.” The Lord Chancellor has also accused the solicitor 
h:anch of the profession of mulcting landowners in fees to the 
extent of “four millions sterling a year,” and of offering strenn- 
ous resistance to the existing system of registration of title 
owing to ‘aversion from the learning of a new system, and 
the dislike cof innovation, which were . . . characteristic of the 
legal profession,” and of invariably giving advice to the county 
councils against an extension of a system which the learned 
speaker's own Commission, has described as an imperfect system 
not to be recommended for adoption compulsorily. The 
object of the Lord Chancellor's speech on the debate on Land 
Transfer appears to have been to throw odium on solicitors, 
and disciedit them with their clients and the public. Yet the 
solicitors’ representatives in Chancery Lane bave not hitherto 
published a word of protest ! 


An Imperial Court of Final Appeal. 

Tue APPELLATE Jurisdiction Bill, which has been introduced 
in the House of Lords by Lord HALDANE, and which was read a 
secoud time on Tuesday, is important rather for the changes 
which it may produce than for anything explicitly proposed by 
the Bill itself. All that the Bill does is to provide, by Clause 1, 
that the judicial sittings of the House of Lords and the Privy 
Council shal!, so far as practicable, be arranged in such a manner 
as not to take place simultaneously, and by Clause 2 for the 
appointment of two Lords of Appeal in addition to the existing 
four lords. With the additional strength it should apparently 
be possible for the two courts to sit at the same time, so that 
the object of Clause 1 is not clear. Clause 3 cuts down 
the salaries of future law lords from £6,000 to £5,000, and 
fixes the pensions at £3,500, The reduction of salaries is doubt- 
less intended to ward oft opposition to the Bill on the ground 
of expense, but it seems to be uncalled for. The real 
object of the Bill, we gather, is to prepare the way for the 
practical amalgamation of the British and Colonial Courts of 
Final Appeal—that is, the House of Lords in its judicial capacity 
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natural course would have been to arrange for this in the Bill. 
Apparently the method to ba adopt d is to prov ide an adequate 
judicial staff for a single Final Appeal Court, and leave the rest 
to future administrative or legislative changes. We are glad 
to see that the system of giving single judgments is probably to 
be abolished, and the Judicial Committee, in deference to colonial 
opinion, will pronounce the real judgments of its members, though 
when or how this change is to be effected is not stated. The 
present system has deprived the judgments of the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the influence which otherwise they might have had. 


Other changes will, we hope, be effected which will give the Llouse | 


of Lords and the Judicial Committee the position and con 
venience of ordinary courts. Hitherto they have been only 
courts by accident with much resulting inconvenience. But 
all this may or may not follow from the present Bill. 
Doubtless we shall have the two new Law Lords, but when 
and how we shall have a properly constituted Imperial Court of 


} 


Final Appeal remains to he seen 


Autrefois Acquit. 

THe CASE of Ler vy. Lanks (Times, 31st July) required the 
full Court of Criminal Appeal to unravel the knotty problem it 
raised ; and even then the way out was found by means of a side 
issue. ‘The prisoner was charged at the Old Bailey on a coroner’s 
inquisition alleging murder, and on an indictment alleging man- 
slaughter of the same person. He pleaded not guilty on both 
charges ; end then the prosecution offered no evidence on the 
inquisition, so that a verdict of not guilty was entered upon it 
Then counsel for the defence put in at once the defence of 
“ Autrefois Acquit,” when the indictment was proceeded with ; 
the judge (Mr. Justice DARLING) accepted and entered two pleas, 
“Not Guilty” and “ Autrefois Acquit.” The prisoner was con 
vieted and appealed to the Court of Criminal Appeal. The 
ground of appeal was that the prisoner had ber n tried and 
acquitted of homicide in the case of the same person whom he 
was now convicted of killing. The plea is really unanswerable ; 
and the only point for the full court was whether the Criminal 
Appeal Act, 1906, had contemplated and provided a way out of 
the difficulty. Whether it had or not, the court found one— 
quite as technical as the plea itself. It held that the two pleas 
* Not Gui'ty”’ and “ Autrefois Acquit” are alternative, and that 
the second plea was void for duplicity. In a case where the 
appeal has no merits, one cannot quarrel with any way of 
evading a miscarriage of justice; but the mode adopted is 
certainly audacious as well as ingenious. It involved a second 
difficulty, which counsel at once suggested. Even ff in such a 
case the pleas are alternative, yet it is well settled law that the 
judge has a discretion to allow both pleas: Archbold, 24th Ed., 
181, 2. v. Drury (3 C. & K. 199); and Reg. v. Strahan (7 Cox, Cr. 
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meaning of the word, must be a residence on shore, a dwelling in 
a house. A residence is a dwelling-place on land, and the only dwell- 
ing place on land which the appellant has is in Glasgow, where he 
dwells when at home, and where his wife and children dwell when 
he is at sea.” This dictum, as to “ residence ” meaning residence 
on land only, was used to support a singular argument before the 
Court of Appeal in Brown v. Burt (Times, 27th July). The case was 
an appeal against assessment for income tax, the appellant having 
| already appealed twice unsuccessfully —to the Commissioners of 
| Income Tax and the Divisional Court. The appellant admitted that 
if he had to pay the tax, the assessment on the footing of an income 
of £10,000 was correct. But he had conceived the idea of 
| escaping payment of income tax altogether by living in a yacht 
anchored at the mouth of the River Colne in Essex, and 
actually within the port of Colchester. The yacht was kept 
ready for sea, but had been at her present anchorage for twenty 
years, during the whole of which time the appallant had paid no 
harbour dues or rates or taxes of any kind. He was an American 
citizen, and derived his income from property abroad. His main 
contention was that he did not “ reside ” in the United Kingdom 
so as to come under Schedule D of the Income Tax Acts; and 
the Scottish case of Re Young (supra) was relied on to support 
this contention. The Court of Appeal had no difficulty in dis- 
tinguishing the circumstances of Le Young from those of the 
present case, and dismissed the appeal as ‘ quite a hopeless one.” 
It is rather difficult to appreciate the courage of the appellant 
in appealing so often. His chief encouragement, no doubt, was 
his extraordinary success in evading rates and taxes for twenty 


years. 





Exemption of Weekly Under-tenants from 
Distress. 

THE Brix which resulted in the Law of Distress Amendment 
Act, 1908, was the subject of a good deal of alteration before it 
finally received the sanction of Parliament, and it is not sur 
prising that its language has occasioned difficulty. A corre- 
spondent, whose letter we print elsewhere, raises again the ques- 
tion which was discussed in these columns some months ago 
(ante, p. 57), whether a weekly under-tenant is entitled to exemp 
tion from distress by the superior landlord. According to 
section 1 («), the exemption extends to “any under-tenant liable 
to pay by equal instalments not less often than every actual or 
customary quarter of a year, a rent which would return in any 
whole year the full annual value of the premises or of such pait 
thereof as is comprised in the under-tenancy.” Now itis clear 
that tenants who pay their rent less often than quarterly—those, 

gy. who pay half-yearly—are excluded from the benefit of the 
exemption. And prim facie tenants who pay more often than 
quarterly—e.g., weekly and monthly tenants—are within tbe 
exemption. But if the Legislature had intended this result, it 





Cases, 85). Mr. Justice DARLING had allowed both pleas. The 
court, however, proved equal to this new emergency. It held 
that Mr. Justice DARLING, since his mind had not been directed 
to the point, had nof exercised his discretion ; therefore, they 
were entitled to supply the omission by disallowing the second 


plea. The case is instructive as a good instance of a court 
countering a subtlety that prevented substantial justice being 
done by the discovery of two new subtleties of its own. mest | 


ingeniously utilized. 


A Ship as a Residence. 

IN 1875 an income tax case came before the Scottish Courts | 
on the question of the place of residence of the aptain of a sbip, | 
trading abroad. The case is ’e Young, and it is reported for 
the benefit of English readers in | ‘Tax Cases, 57; the headnote 
being as follows: ‘A master mariner, trading between Glasgow 
and toreign ports, having a home for his wife and family in 
Glasgow, is liable for assessment on salary, notwithstanding 
that he is abroad for the greater part of the year.” The point 
at issue was where the man “resided,” for on his residence in the 
United Kingdom depended his liability for income tax. On 
this the Lord President said: “He has no residence anvwhere 
else [than in Glasgow] wnless a ship can be called a residence, which I 


A residence, according to the ordinary 
~. 


, " , , 
ralthei think ut ners r fides, 


would have been perfectly easy to say so in plain and simple 
language. Instead, however, of doing so, language is used which 
at least suggests that a quarterly, monthly, or weekly tenant 
is not exempted unless he has assumed liability for a full 
year’s rent. He must be liable to pay “ by equal instalments 
. . « @& rent which would return in any whole year, 
the full annual value of the premises.” It is by no 
means plain on these words whether a weekly rent satisfies 


'them unless it is an instalment of a full year’s rent which the 


tenant has undertaken to pay. The use of the word “instal- 
ment ” seems to imply that he must have assumed this liability, 
and in discussing the matter formerly we inclined to this view. 
On the other hand, the instalments are to be such that they 
“ would ”—not “will ”—return in a whole year the full annual 
value, and effect is given to this word if the liability of the 
tenant is confined to his liability as a weekly tenant. Thus he 
is only liable to pay the weekly rent until the tenancy is 
determined, and this may happen within the year; but the 
rent is such that, if the tenancy were to continue, it would 
in the year return a full year’s rent. This, we think, is the 
true construction of the section, and the exemption, therefore, 
applies to weekly and monthly tenants provided their rent is 
ca'culated on the basis of the full annual value of the premises 
which they occupy. 
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Injunctions in Aid of Charging Orders. 

AN ESTEEMED correspondent, with intimate official knowledge of 
the matter, bas called our attention to an inaccuracy in our observ- 
ations last week in noticing the effect of the new R.S.C. (ante, 
p. 677). Charging orders are not, as we stated, added to the 
matters excluded by Ord. 54, r. 12, from the jurisdiction of the 
masters, but their jurisdiction under this head is in fact extended 
by allowing them to grant an injunction in aid of a charging 
order. Rule 12, it will be remembered, was remodelled by the 
rules of June, 1908. In its previous form the rule excluded from 
the jurisdiction of the masters (infer alia) injunctions and other 
orders under section 25 (8) of the Judicature Act, 1873, and 
charging orders absolute. Thus a master could make a charging 
order nisi, but he could not make it absolute. In redrafting 
the rule the reference to charging orders was struck out, 
so that for the last three years the masters have had juris 
diction to make charging orders both nisi and absolute. 


Moreover, the exclusion of injunctions and other orders 
under section 25 (8) from the masters’ jurisdiction was 
qualified by adding the words “other than orders for the 


appointment of receivers by way of equitable execution and 
injunction so far, and so far only, as the same are ancillary or 
incidental to equitable execution.” Thus, since 1908, the masters 
have had jurisdiction to appo'nt receivers by way of equitable 
execution, and to make the appointment effective by also granting 
an injunction. The object of the present change is to enable 
injunctions to be similarly granted in aid of charging orders, and 
this is done by adding the words “ and charging orders” to those 
just quoted. Thus the masters will in future have jurisdiction 
to grant injunctions ‘so far, and so far only, as the same are 
ancillary or incidental to equitable execution and charging 
orders.” 
been made at his suggestion, points out that a charging order, 
whether nisi or absolute, is often futile without an injunction, 
because it does not restrain the judgment debtor or the company 
from dealing with the stock. When the circumstances require 
that the order should be fortified in this respect, the master who 
makes the order will henceforth be able to add an injunction. 


Guarantee of an Infant's Debt. 


SECTION 1 of the Infants’ Relief Act, 1874, renders absolutely | ] 


null and void contracts for goods supplied and money lent to an 
infant (except in the case of necessaries, and a few other 
contracts which it is for the benefit of the infant to uphold), and 
also all accounts stated by an infant. But if a third party 
guarantees the infant’s debt, can he be made liable on the infant’s 
default? That is the question which Mr. Justice Pickrorp had 
to decide in the last day of the Whitsun sittings: /Vauthier v. 
Wilson and another (Times, August 1st). The case arose out of a 
joint promissory note given by father and gon, the son (an infant) 


| dispute, but forms no part of the facts themselves. 


as principal, the father as his guarantor—so the learned judge | 


held on the facts. Now, of course, the infant’s promissory note, 
so far as he is concerned, creates a void contract. The question, 
however, remains whether the loan made to the infant at the 


father’s request is a sufficient consideration to support his promise | 


to answer for his son’s failure to pay. Obviously, if the 
Infants’ Relief Act made contracts with infants i/legal as well as 
unenforceable, the consideration for the guarantor’s promise 
would be illegal and it would be invalid. But the statute does 
not make the infant’s contract illegal ; it merely makes it unen 
forceable ; therefore, the consideration received by the father is 
not tainted with illegality. The only question is whether it can 
be said to have any legal existence. At first sight, it certainly 
seems as if a promise to answer for a debt which another party 
cannot be forced to pay is given in return for an illusory con- 
sideration ; but this view is unsound, A series of cases in 
recent years have held that a gambler who promises to pay a 
void betting debt in return for the grant of time in which to 
pay it, or a forbearance to post him as a defaulter, has entered 
into a legally binding obligat‘on : Goodson v. Baker (24 T.L.R. 338) 
and Hyams v. Stuart King (1908, 2 K. B. 696). This line of cases 
does not appear to have been before the learned judge ; but a 
somewhat different case was relied upon by him in his judg 
ment: Yorkshire Railway Wagon Co. vy. Maclure (19 Ch. D. 478). 


| was ultra vires 





Our correspondent, who informs us that the change has | 


| 


and therefore void; the directors had guaran- 
teed the contract; it was held that they were liable. This 
case, however, in our opinion, is not a good authority for the 
wider proposition that every guarantor of a void debt is liable 
on his guarantee ; for the directors were themselves the agents 
of the company whose debt they guaranteed, and their guarantee 
really amounts to no more than an express warranty by the 
agent that he has a principal who can make a valid contract. 
It is really on all fours with the case of a solicitor who has un- 
wittingly entered an appearance for a lunatic, and is held liable 
to pay all costs thereby thrown away by the plaintiff: Young v. 
Toynbee (1910, 1 K. B. 215), following Collen v. Wraght (8 EK. & B. 
647), His lordship, however, held the case to be indis- 
tinguishable from the one he was deciding, and entered judg- 
ment against the father on the guarantee. We believe the 
decision is right, but would prefer to rest it on the wider 
ground that the advance made to the son at his father’s request 
was a sufficient consideration to make the latter liable on his 
express promise to pay in the events that happened. 


Inter: 

THE DEFENCE that the plaintiff is an unregistered money 
lender, and that the security in respect of which he claims is 
void, is becoming one of increasing frequency, and it is perhaps 
unfortunate that it should be assisted by the decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Nasi v. Layton (1911, 2 Ch. 71). The plaintiff 
had lent money on the security of the borrower's interest in 
trust funds, and ke brought the action against the trustees for 
The trustees disputed the 


igatories as to Money-lending. 


the purpose f enforcing the « harge. 


| charge, and pleaded that it was void on the ground that the 


plaintiff was a money-lender within the meaning of the Money- 
lenders Act, 1900, and that he was unregistered. They then 
sought to administer interrogatories to ascertain what loans the 
plaintiff had made within a period of three years and the terms 
of the loans. The defendant objected that any such loans were 
not facts which were in issue in the action, though they might 
be evidence of a fact in issue—namely, whether he was a money- 


lender—and that the interrogatories were not admissible. 
Joyce, J., refused to allow the interrogatories, but the Court 


of Appeal (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Buckury, L.J., MOULTON, 
.J., diss.) have reversed his decision. The question turned 


mainly on the effect of a dictum of Lord Esner, M.R., in 


Varriott v. Chamberlain (AT Q. B. D., p. 163). The law with 
regard to interrogatories,” he said, “is now very sweeping. 


It is not permissible to ask the names of persons merely as 


being the witnesses whom the other party is going to 
call. and I think we may go so far as to say that it 


is not permissible to ask what is mere evidence of the facts in 
But with 
these exceptions it seems to me that pretty nearly anything 
that is material may now be asked. The right to interrogate 
is not confined to the facts directly in issue, but extends to any 
facts the existence or non-existence of which is relevant to the 
existence or non-existence of the facts directly in issue.” 


Money-lending as a Fact or a Conclusion of Law. 

THE MEMBERS of the Court of Appeal applied the above 
dictum to the circumstances in Nash vy. Layton (supra), with 
different results. The Master of the Rolls and Bucktiy, L.J., 
declined to admit that the leans to which the interrogatories 
were directed were mere evidence of a fact in dispute—- namely, 
whether the plaintiff was a money-lender—so as to bring the 
interrogatories within the first branch of the /dicfum, in which 
case they would not be permissible. Whether the plaintiff was 
a money-lender, the Master of the Rolls regarded rather as a 
question of law than of fact, “No doubt,” he said, ‘the facts 
have to be ascertained, but as at present advised I think it would 
be more accurate to say that it is 2 question of law arising from 
those facts whether the plaintiff is or is not carrying on the 
business of a money-lender.” And Buck ey, L.J., used similar 
language. ‘Whether a man is a money-lender or not 1s an 
investigation whether he has done such a succession of acts as that 
upon the facts proved by establishing that those acts were done, the 
court arrives at the conclusion as matter of law that he falls within 


In that case a company had entered into a contract which | the definition of a money-lender in the Act of Parliament.” Upon 
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this view the interrogatories were not aimed at a fact in dispute 
within the first branch of Lord Esuer’s dictum, but at facts which 
were relevant to the matter in dispute within the second branch, 
and hence they were admissible. 
hand, regarded the second branch of the dictum as a contradiction 
of the first. If interrogatories are excluded, under the first branch, 
as being aimed at evidence of facts in dispute, they cannot be 
admitted under the second branch as being relevant to facts in dis 
pute. The external loans were not factsin dispute in the action. 
The fact in dispute was whether the plaintiff was a money-lender. 
The arguments on each side may appear plausible, but in principle 
there can, we think, be little doubt that when parties set up the 
defence in question they ought to be left to obtain their own 
evidence in support of it, and not endeavour to extract the 
evidence from the alleged money-lender himself, The point that 
the interrogatories were not admissible because intended to estab- 
lish a forfeiture, does not appear to have been raised: see Eurl 
of Mexhorough v. Whitwood District Council (1897, 2 Q. B. 111). 


Separation Deeds and Bankruptcy Orders. 

IN lictor vy. Viclor (Times, 31st July), Mr. Justice DARLING 
had before him one of those points about which one learns with 
surprise that they have now for the first time come before the 
courts. The defendant was sued by his wife for £69, arrears 
due under a voluntary mutual deed of separation made between 
himself and his wife on the 18th of February, 1905. On the 
2ist of March, 1911, the defendant had been adjudicated a 
ban«rupt, and on the 27th of June he had obtained his discharge, 
suspended, however, for two years. He pleaded that the dis- 
charge operated as_a discharge of this debt among others ; that 
he had offered £1 a week, which his wife had refused, and that 
he could pay no more. The question was whether or not the 
bankruptcy annulled the debt due under the separation deed 
like other contractual debts, or whether—like alimony 
ordered by the court, damages for seduction, and damages 


for fraud —it remains unaffected by the Order. Although 
no case exactly in point exists, yet there are three 
eases which relate to a similar question—namely, whether or 
not such debts are provable in bankrupt y. In Linton v. Linton 


(15 (). B. D. 239) and Ev Parte Hawkins (i894, 1 K. B. D., 183), 
it was decided that a claim for alimony ordered to be paid by 
the court was not provable in bankruptcy ; but Hr l’arte Neal 
(14 Ch. Div. 579) allowed proof of a debt arising, as here, 
under a separation deed. The latter case would seem to govern 
the point, and to shew that in the present cae the debt create | 
by the separation deed could not be sued upon. There is an 
obvious distinction between alimony made payzeble by the 
eourt aud a sum covenanted to be paid under a separation deed. 
The former is penal in its nature ; the latter is contractual, and 
by no means necessarily indicates that the husband is the 
guilty party. Again, the former can be revised by the court 
on an alteration in the husband’s means; the latter cam ot. 
Nevertheless, Mr. Justice DARLING, on grounds of public policy, 
decided that the debt could not be annulled by a Bankruptey 
Order —a decision which appears to conflict with Lv Part. Neal 


(supra). 
i 





The Devolution of the Benefit of 
Covenants and Powers in a 
Mortgage Deed. 


THERE is at the present day a great and increasing demand for 
brevity in legal documents. We fully sympathise with this 
demand, hut it must be remembered that it is dangerous for an 
inexperienced draughtsman, or even for an expert without care 
ful consideration, to alter a common form. We propose in this 
article to consider some methods of shortening some of the forms 
used in mortgages, 

Representatives of Co for. —As the executors or administrators 
of a covenantor are bound to perform his covenant, it is not 
necessary to mention them. As the covenants ina mortgage are 
not intended to run with the land, it is not necessary to mention 


enan 


Mou ton. LJ., on the other 
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‘the assigns of the covenantor. The proper form of the covenant 
| is “‘ the borrower (or the “ mortgagor,” as the case may be) hereby 
covenants.” 

Formerly (see Davidson’s Precedents passim) it was the prac- 
tice to covenant for payment “to the mortgagee his executors 
administrators and assigns,” or, in the case of several mortga- 
gees, “to the mortgagees or the survivors or survivor of them 
or the executors or administrators of such survivor, their 
or his assigns.” Even at the present day some practitioners use 
these forms. It never was necessary, in the case of a covenant 
relating to personalty, to mention the executors or administra- 
tors of the covenantee, as they could take advantage of the 
covenant though they were not named (Shep. Touch 175). It 
follows that the benefit of a covenant with a mortgagee hy the 
borrower to pay a sum of money or to keep up a policy can be 
taken advantage of by the executors or administrators of the 
mortgagee, whether the covenant is broken in the lifetime of the 
mortgagee or after his death—or, in other words, it is not 
necessary to mention the executors or administrators of the 
mortgagee. 

Formerly, having regard to the doctrine that a chose in action 
was not assignable at common law, the covenant for payment 
was entered into with “ the mortgagee his executors or adminis- 
trators ” for payment to “the mortgagee his executors adminis- 
trators or assigns.” After the passing of the Judicature Act, 
1873, which enables an absolute assignee of a chose in action, on 
giving the prescribed notice to the debtor, to sue in his own 
name, it became the practice to covenant with the “ mortgagee 
his executors administrators and assigns.” It must, however, 








be remembered that where a chose in action is assigned, the 
assignee always had the right to sue in equity whether he was 
mentioned in the covenant or not, and that the right to sue at 
law conferred by the Judicature Act, 1873, only exists in cases 
where the assign could sue in equity, and that, therefore, it is 
useless to mention the assigns of the mortgagee, either in the 


itself or in the statement of what is to be done 


covenant 
under it. 
Covenants to Joint Mortgayees.—In mortgages to two or more 








‘the covenant was formerly to pay to “the mortgagees or the 


survivors or survivor of them or the executors or administrators 
of such survivor their or his assigns.” The Conveyancing .\c‘, 
1881, section 60, provides that : 

A covenant and a contract under seal, and a bond or obliga 
tion under seal, made with two or more jointly, to pay money 
or to make a conveyance or to do any other act to them or for 
their benefit, shall be deemed to include, and shall by virtue of 
this Act imply, an obligation to do the act to or for the benefit 
of the survivor or survivors of them, and to or for the benefit of 
any other person to whom the right to sue on the covenant, 
contract, bond or obligation devolves. 


Where a covenant of the nature mentioned in this section is 
entered into with two or more mortgagees, the section enables 


| the survivors or survivor, and the executors or administrators of 
| such survivor, to sue on the covenant if they are the persons for 


whose benefit the act is directed to be done, and therefore the 
words directing payment to “the survivors,” &c., may be omitted. 
(‘ovenants amounting to Powers. It should be noticed that the 
covenant mentioned in the section is a covenant for the cove- 
nantor to do something for the benefit of the covenantees, and it 
appears not to extend to covenants enabling the covenantees to 
do something for their own benefit—as, for example, the provision 
authorising the mortgagees to pay premiums on policies on the 
default of the borrower. Provisions of this nature really amount 
to powers and require separate discussion. 
Classification of Powers.—It will found that the 
conferred on a mortgagee by the mortgage deed may be divided 


he powers 
intu three classes 

(1) Where the power only enables the mortgagee to do some 
thing that he could bave done lawfully in the absence of the 
power. The only effect of a power of this nature is to shew 
that the costs of the mortgagee in doing the thing authorised by 
the power are to be allowed in bis accounts with the borrower. 
Examples of powers of this nature are the power to the mort- 








gagee to insure the mortgaged property against damage by fire 
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in default of the borrower so doing and the power to the | 
mortgagee to obtain a stop order. 

(2) Where the power enables the mortgagee to enter into a 
contract with a third person which will bind the borrower. An 
example of this is a provision enabling the mortgagee, when | 
seeking to redeem a prior incumbrancer, to settle accounts with | 
him. 

(3) Where the power enables the mortgagee to deal with the | 
mortgaged property, as, for example, a power of sale. 

De volulion of Powers of th. First and Second Class. s.— Powers of 
these classes do not enable the mortgagee to deal with the 
mortgaged property : in effect all that they do is to shew what | 
moneys are to be allowed to the mortgagee in his accounts with 
the borrower. There is, therefore, no difficulty in seeing that 
the benefit of them devolves on the personal representatives of 
a sole mortgagee. But there is some difficulty in seeing how 
it devolves on the survivors, &c., of several mortgagees. The 
provisions of the Conveyancing Act above referred to merely 
make the obligation of the borrower to do something for the 
benefit of several mortgagees devolve on the survivors, &c. ; | 
it does not provide that the benefit of a power conferred on 
several mortgagees shall devolve on the survivors, &c. Possibly, 
sometimes on the construction of the power the benefit will be 
held to devolve ; but in order to avoid doubt, it is the practice 
of conveyancers to insert provisions (to be discussed hereafter), 
making the power devolve on the survivors, &c. 

Powers of the Third Class.—The principal powers enabling 
the mortgagee to deal with the mortgaged property are powers | 
of leasing, sale, and of appointing areceiver. It will be observed 
that in these cases the mortgagee has the legal estate, and that 
an express power of this class only removes the clog that equity 
imposes on the exercise by the mortgagee of his legal rights. 

Statutory Leasing Power.—A power of leasing is conferred by 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 18, on a mortgagor (sub-section 
1) and on a mortgagee (sub-section 2) while in possession. The 
effect of the definition of “mortgagor” and “mortgagee” in 
section 2 (vi) is to include in ‘ mortgagor” and “ mortgagee ” | 
respectively any person deriving title under him, and as in a| 
statute singular includes plural, “ mortgagees” includes the | 
survivors and survivor and the executors or administrators of 
such survivor. By sub-section 14 further or other leasing 
powers can be conferred by the mortgage deed, and shall be 
exercisable as if they were reserved or conferred by the Act, and 
with all the like incidents, effects, and consequences, unless a 
contrary intention is expressed in the deed. The result is tbat 
where express powers of leasing are reserved or conferred by 
the mortgage, it suffices to reserve or confer them on the “ mort- 
gagor” or “mortgagee” or “ mortgagees” without adding any 
words stating on whom they are to devolve. 

Statutory Powers of Sale-—The Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 19, 
confers a power of sale on the mortgagee when the mortgage 
money has become due. It will be noticed that, as in the case 
of leasing powers, this power can be exercised by any person 


| 
| 
| 
| 


claiming under the mortgagee or mortgagees. This power, and 
the subsidiary provisions contained in section 20, may be varied | 


or extended by the mortgage deed, and so varied or extended are 
to operate as if the variations or extensions were contained 
in the Act: see section 19, sub-s. 2. It is not necessary to 
discuss the power of appointing a receiver (see sections 19 and 
20); the practical result is that, as in the case of leasing powers, 
the express powers of sale and appointing a receiver, if conferred 
on the “mortgagee” or “ mortgagees,’ will devolve on the 
persons deriving title under them. 

It is the practice, though it is not necessary where express 
powers of the third class are conferred, to refer to the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, and to adopt its provisions, except as 
the case may be. 

Devolution of Powers to Assigus of the Mortgagee.—The statutory 
powers of leasing, sale, Av., pass to the assigns of the mortgage 
debt, whether they are mentioned in the power or not, but it is 
by no means clear whether other powers pass to the assigns unless 
they are expressly mentioned. There is no difficulty in doing 
this in the case of a sole mortgagee—all that is necessary is to 
confer the power on the “‘ mortgagee and his assigns,” 


| superfluous. 


We have now to consider what is the most convenient method 
of making powers of the first and second classes devolve together 
with the mortgage debt on the assigns of a sole mortgagee or 
on the survivors and assigns of several mortgagees. 

There are three different manners of doing this : — 

(1) Formerly the powers were given to “the mortgagee, his 
executors, administrators or assigns,” or to “ the mortgagees, and 
the survivors or survivor of them, and the executors or adminis- 
trators of such survivor, their or his assigns,” where the words 
“ executors or administrators ” were, in most, if not in all, cases, 
While this plan is abzolutely correct and is still 
adopted by some practitioners, it makes the mortgage rather 
long. 

(2) Some practitioners give the powers to “the mortgagee ” 
or “ mortgagees” alone, and by means of a definition clause 
make “mortgagee” include his assigns, and ‘“ mortgagees” 
include the survivors, &c. While this plan sutliciently secures 


| the devolution of the powers, there is some risk, especially where 
| unusual provisions are inserted in the mortgage, of the definition 


applying to a clause where it may produce unforeseen results, but 
in the hands of an expert, it can be used with safety. 

The late Mr. WoLSTENHOLME used, where a power was given 
either to a mortgagee or to several mortgagees, to add the words 
“and those deriving title uncer him (them).” This scheme is 
absolutely correct. 

Another plan, used in many editions of Key and Elphinstene, is 
to give the powers to the “ mortgagee, his executors, adminis- 
trators or assigns,” or to “the mortgagees, their executors, 
administrators or assigns,” and then by a devolution clause to 
declare that the powers so given to the mortgagees, their 
executors, administrators or assigns, should be exerciseable by, and 
devolve on, the survivors and survivor of them, and the executors 
or administrators of such survivor, their or his assigns, or the 


| person or persons for the time being entitled toreceive and give 


an effectual discharge for the money hereby secured, 


Quit Rents. 


\N EXP! ANATION OF} Fol janche Vs Nmith’s 7’ leaster Brew ry 


Company (Limited) A901, 73 L. J. Ch. 722). 





| COMMUNICATED. | 


\s the solicitor who worked up the materials and law on which 

plaintiff's case was presented, and as the steward of the manor 
vho gave most of the evidence, I should like to say, that the com 
munication on this subject which appeared in the Sorterrors’ 
Journan of July 15, is t correct in stating that the decision of 
Mr. Justice Kekewicu “ went wholly and solely on the circumstance 
of the increase of rent Besides that consideration, there was 
another point of co-equal importance. It was proved that the 
holding, out of which the defendants alleged that the quit rent 
issued, was first created after 1712, bang a dat ubsequent to the 


Statute Quia Eimptores. 

The learned judge on this said that in order to succeed the 
defendants “must satisfy the Court that the man through whom 
they trace title was a freehold tenant of the manor at a quit rent, 


l they must carry this hack to a date proor te the Statute Quia Eimptores, 
( since then uch ten y can hare bee theal 
| In the Foljumbe cause, there was a combination of two facts, 


| namely (i) that the separate holding or estate of the defendants was 
proved to have begun long after the statute Qa Emptores, and (ii) 
that the yearly rent had been varied several times since 1719. 

These two points are bi uight out in the headnote of the Zuw 
Journal Report, namely :—“A piece of land, parcel of a manor, of 
which there were no copyhold tenants, had been held since 1719 ata 
rent which had from time to time increased from 1s. to 5s. ld. Some 
of the additions to the rent were traceable to additions to the hold 
ing, but some were not traceable. ‘here was no trace of the 

| holding prior to i719. Held, that the defendants, the present holders, 
were not freehold tenants at a quit rent, but merely annual tenants 
of the lord of the manor. 

Nothing really turned on the fact that, in the manorial records, 
the defendant's pred cessor had been described as a ‘ cottager.’ The 
esseitial facts were that cottagers, squatters, and other persons who 
paid yearly acknowledgments because they had encroached on the 
waste, were, fora long time, kept distinct from persons who were 
undoubtedly freehold tenants paying unvarying quit rents. 

| This classification, however, made it easier to trace down to 
| the date of the trial, all persons who were admittedly freehold 
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tenants of the manor, liable to pay sums which undoubtedly were 
quit rents The defendants were, by a process of exclusion or 
Eadeotion shewn to stand outside of the category of freehold 
tenants of the manor. 

Being satisfied that the yearly payment by the defendants 
predecessor first began to be made centuries after the passing of the 
Statute Guia Hmpt _ and that the rent had been increased on at 
least two occasions without additional land being taken, Mr. Justice 
KeEKEWICH decided that the 5s. Id. per annum finally payable was 
not a quit rent indicating an estate in fee simple but was referable 
to a yearly tenancy, which the lord of the manor could lawfully 
determine 

The defendants were a wealthy brewery company who wanted to 
establish a club on the premises which they had acquired ; they were 
represented by eminent and erudite counsel. If those counsel had 
not been satisfied that the judgment was sound, an appeal would 
certainly have been brought, but as this was not done, it may be taken 
that the decision is invulnerable. Certainly it is in accordance with 
well-established authorities. 

Howitt vy. Earl of Ha (1893, 2 Ch., at p. 507) shews that 
since the Statute Vuiv ELmptores, it has been impossible for a subject 
to create an estate in fee simple, subject to the reservation of a 
perpetual rent distrainable at common law. All that a subject can 
do 1s to transfer his existing estate, or by document to create a rent- 
charge. In Doe d, Whittick vy. Joh : (1819, Gow 173), no evidence 
was adduced to shew that the rents first began to be paid since 
Quin Emptores, or had varied in amount ; whereupon, the Court pre 
sumed that they were quit rents, and that the lord of the manor 
could recover the rent only, and not the land. In Weller v. Sto 
(1885, 54 L.J. Ch., 497) the theory of quit rents was disproved by 
the origin of the yearly payment being shewn to be later than the 
Statute Quia Emptores, and the amount of the yearly payment had 
varied by being several times increased. 

Upon proof of the payment of rent for property ordinarily let 
trom year to year, the law will infer a tenancy from year to year, but 
the receiver or payer may prove the circumstances in which the 
payments are made, and thereby rebut the legal implication which 
would arise from the receipt of rent unexplained. Doe d. Lord v. Crag 
(1848, 6 C.B. 90; 17 L.J.C.P. 263), A receipt given by a landowner 
for “chief rent” or “quit rent” will not preclude him from shew 
ing that the property 1s in fact held for less than an estate in fee 
simple, Smith vy. Widlake (47 L.J.C.P. 282 ; L.R. 3 C.P.D. 10). 

Of ix Lice rnebe Tadcaster livewery ¢ mpany, Ltd., Mr. 
Justice KEKEWICH said, “ This, if not an unprecedented, is certainly | 
a strange case.” That was undoubtedly so, seeing that an unsigned 
list of freeholders paying quit rents in 1701 was allowed to upset the 
tenant’s deeds running from 1732 to 1902. Although a similar case 
may not frequently recur, yet the decision shews that danger may 
lurk in an apparently innocent annual rent payable to the lord of a 
manor, If the situation of the property be such as to lead to the 
suspicion that it has been inclosed from the waste or other lands of 
the lord of the manor, then it will be prudent for a purchaser to 
enquire whether the annual payment originated after the Statute | 
(ua Hmptores, or has been varied during a considerable length of 
time past. For this purpose it may be necessary to enquire from the 
recipient of the annual payment, or his steward or collector. 


J. H. Cocksurn, | 


V Smith’ 


Rotherham, July 26,1911. 


Reviews. 
[The Law of Evidence. 

Tue Prixcrptes or tHe Law or Evipgence, with ELEMENTARY 
RULES FoR CONDUCTING THE EXAMINATION AND Cross-EXAMINA 
rioN oF Witnesses. By the late W. M. Best, A.M., LL.B 
ELeventu Epition; to which are added Full Notes of the 
Canadian Decisions. By Stpney L. Puirson, M.A. (Cantab.), 
Barrister at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The editor takes occasion in the preface to recall the fact that this 
work Is now over Sixty years old, and he justly observes that it shews 
no signs of diminished vitality. Since the previous edition appeared 
there have been important changes in the statute law, notably those 
effected by the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, the Children Act, 1908, 
and the Oaths Act, 1909. These have been duly incorporated in the 
text, which has also been revised so as to give the practitioner the 
benefit of cases dealing with matters of general principle as dis 
tinguished from those which relate only to subordinate points of 
practice. With these changes the book will continue to bea full 
and well-digested guide to the rules of evidence. Not the 
least important and interesting part is that in which the common rule 
against hearsay evidence is criticized. The rule, it is pointed out, is 
really directed against derivative evidence, and is intended to secure 


’ 








| that primary or original evidence shall be forthcoming. But it is 
not directed at the mere proof of verbal declarations, and these, when 
established by proper evidence, may be an important part of the res 
geste in the matter. Attention may also be directed to the series of 
chapters in which the various clasyes of presumptive evidence are 
explained, and in particular the rule as to presumption of death from 
absence. In the particular case of persons dying in the same catas- 
trophe, the editor approves (p. 326) the policy of the English law 
which declines to recognize any presumption of survivorship founded 
on age or sex: Wing v. Angrave (8 H. L. C. 183). In the fourth book 
theactual practice in the collection of evidence and examination of wit- 
nesses is instructively stated, and the fifth book contains a collection 
of leading propositions. The work as a whole is a skilful present 

ment of a branch of the law upon which all litigation is based. 


Books of the Week. 


Chitty’s Statutes.—Chitty’s Statutes of Practical Utility, 
arranged in Alphabetical and Chronological Order. With Notes and 
Indexes. The Sixth Edition. By W. H. Aces, M.A., LL,M., Bar 
rister-at-Law. Vol. L, “Act of Parliament” to “ Burial.” Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Domicile.—The Law of Domicile in its Relation to Succession 
and the Doctrine of Renvoi (being the Yorke Prize Essay for 1910). 
By Norman Bentwick, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

Building in London.— Building in London, a Treatise on 
the Law and Practice affecting the Erection and Maintenance of 
Buildings in the Metropolis. By Horace Cusitt, A.R.I.B.A,, 
P.A.S.L. With Special Chapters dealing respectively with the Cost 
of Building Work in and around London, by H. J. Leavine, F.S.L. ; 


and the Valuation, Development and Rating of London Property, 
] 


by Sypney Sairu, F.S.1. Specially Cross-referenced. Constable 
& Co. (Limited). 

The Laws of England.—The Laws of England, being a 
Complete Statement of the Whole Law of England. By The Right 
Hon. the Earl of Hatsspury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, 1885-86, 1886-92 and 1895-1905, and other Lawyers. Vol. 


| XVIL: Industrial, Provident and Similar Societies, Infants and 


Children, Inhabited House Duty, Injunction, Inns and Innkeepers, 
Insurance, Interpleader. Butterworth & Co. 

English Law.—The Growth of English'Law ; being Studies in 
the Evolution of Law and Procedure in England. By Epwarp 
STANLEY Roscor, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Mortgage and Property Register.—The Universal Mort 
gage and Property Register and Reminder. Copyright : Entered at 
Stationers’ Hall. 

Property Register.—The Property Owners’ Register, Record 
and Reminder. Copyright : Entered at Stationers’ Hall. 

Declaration of London.—An Elementary Account of the 
Declaration of London, 1909, and some Kindred Matters. By Jou 
Pawnay Bate, Reader in International Law, &c., in the Inns of 
Court, London. Longmans, Green & Co. 


Correspondence. 


The Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1908. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Sir,—A curious example as to how not to draft an Act of Parlia- 


| ment arises in the case of the Law of Distress Amendment Act, 


1908. 

Can a weekly sub-tenant seek the relief from distraint afforded to 
under-tenants under section 1 by making a declaration on the lines 
laid down by the Act ? 

Mr. Aggs, the editor of the Annual Statutes, suggests that a 
weekly tenant is not within the Act. Mr. Mould, the author of a 
recent work on Landlord and Tenant, gives it as his opinion that a 
tenant who pays less often than quarterly—as for example half yearly 
~is not within the Act ; and though he does not deal with the case of 
a weekly tenant, the general trend of his observations rather suggests 
that his view would be that a weekly tenant is within the Act. | 
am not aware that any other writers on Landlord and Tenant have 
discussed the terms of the Act. 

Dealing with the wording of section 1, it is to be observed that 
“any under-tenant liable to pay by equal instalments not less offer 
than every actual or customary quarter,” is within the terms of the 
section, ; ; 

A tenant who pays rent not less often (i¢., not less frequently) 
than quarterly is surely either a tenant who actually pays quarterly 


| or who pays more frequently than quarterly. This appears to me 
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(with submission) to be the correct interpretation of the words I have 
quoted, but it would be of great interest to me if you would give 
your own valued opinion upon a set of words which has produced 
such apparently conflicting views. E. S&S. W. 
London, E.C., July 31. 
[See observations under the head of “ Current lopics.”— Ep. S.J.) 





The Law Society and the University of London. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—Referring to the letter of “LL.B. Lond.” in your last issue, 
in reply to my previous letter, I woul poin t out that the northern 
Universities exempt from the matriculation examination all 
solicitors admitted before 1896, and also all who since that date have 
assed the Honours Examination of the Law Society. A degree in 
a is in no way a degree in arts. 

I consider. the letter of “LL.B. Lond.” shews a rather selfish 
spirit. I may say [ am an undergraduate in laws, but do not wish 
tokeep others froma degree, but to encourage the scientifie study of 
law. 

It is not the degree that is of value but the study in obtaining it ; 
it is only the means to an end. 

The more men in the profession who have i a degree course, 
the better for the ssehiation. Why should “ LL.B. Lond.” suggest 
that external students should have a more diffeal examination to 
pass than internal students? It makes one wonder which he is, also 
what be is afraid of ! The letter by “ Temple Bar” is to the point : 
examinations in law should be on the lines of medicine, more inter- 
changeable. 

I hope the Law Society will obtain some concessions, but if this 
is impossible that before long they may introduct jurisprudence and 
Roman law into their examinations, or have, as it were,a post-degre: 
examination in these subjects. 

July 29. SUBSCRIBER, 


Finance (1909-1c) Act, 1g10. 
[To the Editor of the Soltcttors’ Journal and Weekly R porter.) 


Sir,—Referring to Lex’s letter published in your issue of the 22nd 
ult., it seems to me that the official view is the correct one. In his 
reading of the phrase “leasehold interest under a lease for a term 
of years not exceeding fourteen years” (section 41), is not yom 
correspondent ignoring altogether the words “under alease”! Those 
words cannot, I think, be said to be merely “ sscriptive of the par 
ticular kind of inte rest in land, because the word “leasehold ” already 
appears. The word “ lease ” must refer to an actual document, and the 
document mentioned seems to me to be a “ lease for a term of years not 
exceeding fourteen years.” Whatever may be the re sidue of the term 
at any given moment, surely a lease is one “for” the term for which 
it was ori; ginally granted. Has this view of the matter struck your 
correspondent ! W. J. BLloomrretp Howe. 

22, Chancery-lane, W.C., Aug. 2. 


Dilete | to be Noted. 


Common Law. 


Trade Union—Unlawful Association.—If some of the rules 
of a trade union are unlawful, as in restraint of trade, it does not 
follow that the whole of the rules are unenforceable. The rules of 
the Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants with regard to 
strikes and strike pay, and to expulsion, are lawful ; and “neither 
these nor other rules, possibly unlawfil, are good defences to an 
action by an expelled me mber for reinstatement, nor is the pro 
vision of section 4 of the Trade Union Act, 1871, eunieline 
actions “ instituted with the ebject of directly enforcing, or recover 
ing damages for the breach of, an agreement for the appli 
cation of the funds of the trade union to provide benefits to the 
plaintiff.”- re v. AMALGAMATED SOCIETY O01 
SERVANTS (C.A., Feb. 25) (1911, 1 Ch. 540). 

Breach of Contract— Measure of Damages.— In an action 
for damages for late delivery of goods purchased, the plaintiff is 
not entitled as an invariable rule to the difference between the 
market prices at the dates of due and actual delivery. If he has 
in fact resold the goods at an intermediate price, he can recover 
only the difference between the market price at the date of due 





| 
can do and could chtals. some particular kind of lis ght w ork. 


RAILWAY | ot 


But the 
employer, in order to do this, need not “guarantee the state of the 
labour market,” or fail because there is at the time no demand for the 
light work in question.—Proctror & Sons v. Rosprnson (C.A.,, 
Nov. 9, 1909) (1911, 1 K. B. 1004); CArpirr CorRPORATION v. HALL 
(C.A., March 18) (1911, 1 K. B. 1009). 


London Building Act, 1894—Party Wall.—|] section 15 


(6) of the London Building Act, 1894, a party wall is defined as “ (a) 
a wall forming part of a building and used, or constructed to be used, 
for separation of adjoining buildings . . By section 58 a wall 
built in part as, or becoming in part, a party wall “shall be deemed 


to be a party wall for such part of its length as shall be so used.” 
And (in spite of the silence of the Act) a wall may similarly be a 
party wall for such part of its height as shall be so used.—Lonpon, 
CILOUCESTERSHIRE AND Nortu Hants Datry Co. v. MORLEY 
& Lancerey (K.B. Div. Ct., March 21) (1911, 2 K. B. 257). 


Accord and Satisfaction—Sum Offered by Third Party 
and Accepted by Creditor.—When a father offers to his son's 
creditor a sum less than the debt in full settlement, and sends a draft 
for that sum, and the creditor cashes the draft and retains the pro 
ceeds, the creditor cannot maintain an action against the son for _ 4 
balance. The defence might be either accord and satisfaction (that is, 
extinction of the debt), or some such equitable consideration as that 
the creditor could now recover only as trustee for the father, or that 
s would be a fraud on the stranger who had paid part of 
» whole. —HrracHAND PUNAMCHAND 2, 
’ JouRNAL, 519; 1911, 2 K. B. 


proceeding 
a debt in discharge of the 
Tempe (C.A., May 5) (55 Soricrrors 
330) 


CASES OF LAST SITT INGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL AND ANOTHER ». MAYOR, ALDERMEN, AND 
BURGESSES OF THE BOROUGH OF LEWES. Swinfen Eady, J. 
6th, 7th, Sth, lth, Lith, 13th, and 3ist July. 


NUISANCE—POLLUTION OF StTREAM—INJUNCTION—LOCAL GOVERNMENT 


SANrTARY AvuTHORITY—NeGLect or Duty—DAaMAaGes—-CONTINUANCE 
or Insuny—Pvusiic Heattu Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), 8. 15 
EXISTING SEWER Duty or Locan AuTHOoRITY TO CLEANSE THE 
SEWER STREAM OR SEWER 

1 n action by the 1/? ey-Gieneral to restrain the defendants by 

j f / L causing a nuisance and polluting the Winterbourne 
freai Hy a tha qing info it sewage o7 hith 7] water, and alternatively 
a declaration that the d atream, 80 jets aaoat flows within the 


4 sol t Le is asewel ted in the defendants, and foran injpune 
/ rT estraimmin q , the defendant from keeping such sewel ia to hea 
nut nee injurious to health, and by the plaintiff, Kekford, claiming 


tr re it we held that the fream was a sewer and was a nuisance, 
and ¢ npune lion wa granted and damage given to the plaintiff 
Kekford 

The short facts of this case were as follows: The natural stream 
led the Winterbourne, the condition of which was complained cf, 
is tidal but it ordinarily eases to flow about May, and the bed is 
dry till about October. In places the water flows through a culvert 
constructed about the year 1870. The evidence went to prove that 
this culvert was very much out of repairs 

Swinren Eapy, J., said that it was clearly established by the 
evidence that the open channel was in a disgusting condition and a 
public nuisance, and that the offensive black slime of which the plain 
tiff Eckford complair ned ‘ deposited on the plaintiff Eckford’s 
ground by reason of e dar ‘rous state of disrepair into which the 
ilvert had fallet But the defendants asked him to say that thie 
was a stream and not i ver, and quoted cases in support of thei 
ontentior It true that mere pollution does not convert a stream 
into a sewer! On the other hand, the mere fact that clean water 
flows into the sewer does not make any difference. jut the question 

pu i of fact and degree, In the case of Falconer v (orpora 


tion of South Shields (1895, 11 T. L. R. 223) Lindley, L.J., pointed 


it that the stream in that se had been a purely agricultural stream, 
but it had changed its cl ter and had become a sewer In my 
pl hat is pre ely what has happened in the case of this culvert 
The de dant i referred to two cases re ported in the Justice of 
the Peace Reports, namely Weet Riding of Yorkshire Piver Roard 
Reuben Grant & Son 1903, 67 J. P., 183) and Same vy. Preston & 
\ 1905. 69 J. P.. 1 which, they contend, are authorities for saying 
t } h a stream h the original supply of water has been 


it off may become a sewer into which certain persons may acquire 
the mere fact that sewage hae been dis harged 


delivery and the actual Sig! at which he resold.--WeErtHem y, | the right of drainage, t} 
Cuicoutim1 Putr Co. (P.C., March 18) (1911, A. C. 301). | for a number of years into a itercourse 80 ne the water ourse has 
heen polluted is not of itself sufficient to turn the watercourse into a 
Wentnen's Compensation Review—Evidence of Earn-| _. m a, I do not think these cases establish the defendants’ contention 
ing Capacity. —If a workman has sustained an accident for which that this stream and culvert is not now a sewer I am of opinion that 
he has been compensated on the footing of total disablement, and the | ¢)j< eulvert is a sewer and the periodical inundations of the lands of 


employer claims a reduction and proves that he is capable of light | the plaintiff Eckford constitute a continuing cause of action. I assess 


work, the employer, in order to succeed, must go on to prove that he | th 


he damages up to date at £499. I grant the injunction, but in view 
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of the sewage scheme which the defendants have in hand, I restrain | state of circumstances brought about by the covenantee himself. Sup 


the operation there for a period of six months.—Counset, Vaeme n, | posing that the covenant and liability of the canal company still 
K.C., and H. G. Robertson, f the plaintiff Hion. EB. ¢ Vacnagl remained in force, notwithstanding the altered condition of things, the 
ten. K.C.,. and (. Fleetu l Pritchard, the defendants. Sonics case would not in the circumstances be one in which it would be right 
rons, Cha V/ e Barker & ¢ / with, Smith, d& Kaye, for M possible to direct specific performance of the provisions of the agree 
S. Blake I ( k of Lew ment of 1788. The canal company made such a culvert as they had 
Reported by L. M. MAY, Barrister-at-Law reed to make, but the plaintiffs have, in fact, caused it to be stopped 

up, and have altered the arrangements for draining the meadow rhe 

WORCESTER COLLEGE, OXFORD v. OXFORD CANAL NAVIGATION. original liability of the defendants has for all practical purposes come 
Joyce, | 12th, 13th, 14th, and 3ist July to an end The result is that the action fails, and must be dismissed 


th costs CounseL, #. Younger, K.t'., and F. H. VUaugham, for th 


GREE ME? COVENANT TO REPAIR RAD JAPS we «C QUI a an » im > » 2 
AGREEMENT O : ( Drat re ms —_ A plaintifis; H. 7. Hughes, K.C., and Freeman Pritchard, for th 
SCI f f t 10) . Oo ANT \NDONME?D : . . - - 
, : - defendants POLICITORS, Philpot, Vorrell A Hughes, for Morrell, S 
By an ag nt the Li ( l coi ny undertook | d&: Peel, Oxford; Field, Roscoe & Co., for Stockton & Sons, Banbury 


fo make ad culvert iditcht train the ¢ fer nd meadow of t R. ¢ Ca NGTO Bar ter-at-Law 








Court of Criminal Appeal. 








f REX +, SYME. 17th and 24th July. 
tion li ” j r) ort ; he exe fed avhich : 
pletely / in 1909 the ¢ eq ht a decle - La SENDIN \ Lerrer THREATENING TO MURDEI vo 
that the « , , ] the agreement INTENTION TO Murver—‘* Tureat Sent aS Biurr to Catt Arren 
Held. th he Coll hy ti on action. | endered the nertors r 1EVANCES—‘* Matice ’’—OrreNces AGAINST THE PERSON 
a iS the . aod B St crehn chested the rhe \or, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr. c. 100). 
the On an indictment der section 16 of the Offences Against the Pe n 
In t ’ , til he declaration that the defendant lef, 1861, for mal musly sending to M. a letter threatening to 
‘ liable ' ; f the 16th f J 17 7 ll time R., tl iry found a special verdict that the defend / 
; or tly ¢ : letter with the object of pressing M., who was a member 


, » . asl 9 Ee : we ry! tf} // ‘ f Commons, and his friends to support certaw 
7 ve ad made against the Home Secretary and the police 
rut ties; that he did not intend to murder R., and that the 


ner ‘ ted +} d t+ the ed dar 
nd atl das } | +} npat hed t rl / t une hlutt. and made in order to call attention ft 
+} ; ] f j ad hy to the f nee The udge at the trial had directed the jury that the 
( \ ” tered tn, I / in the section implied the doing of that whi 


person had nm right to do, and the doing of it im order to secure 
some object by means which were improper. 
nal 1 ppeal construed this verdict as a fine 7] 


The Court (') 
f that the letter did contain a threat to murder, that the defendant 


mpa t t t i tit ith-¢ ter! a iivel 
ny iu t | I is t intend to murder BR., but that the threat was ** bluff.’ made 
{ } ! } 1 fo call attention to his qrievances, and they held that 
ba ‘ | er t t Ir / y 
1843 the ( p ada rt made at the end of the ditch furthest lict did not negative ** malice,’ and that the judge at the trial 


— e 1851 th TT fed rightly in entering a verdict of quilty. 











from the ad ! t! I i som be ! e . 
local auth t ted el h terminated t} d culvert Appeal from a conviction, under section 16 of the Offences Ayainst 
as to dischai About the same time ¢ ( f Lu the Person Act, 1861, by which : ‘‘ Whosoever shall maliciously send, 
portion of tl ditel | ted the rest of the ditch with the sewer fet r, or utter, or directly ol indirectly cause to be received, 
we mens es nine \t Rea ols theum aliesations did the Collen knowing the contents thereof, any letter or writing threatening to 
call on t} mpat to repair the cu t or cleanse bok wee | or murder any person, shall be guilty of felony ‘ 
left of the ditel In 1893 the local sanit ruth tv repaired the It appeared that the letter sent by the defendant to Mr. Ramsay 
culvert, part or whe t the exper of the ¢ lege | | vork Macdonald, M.P., contained the following passage: “ I have no 
men emploved by t noration. at th juest and expense of the desire to do anything wrong, and in spite of my two years’ worry 
College vithout t the inal Wpar ttempted to repair d trial I am perfectly cool, and do not write in any impulsive or 
the culvert th the r ¢ that it hecame mi vy blocked that rash temper Those who know me can assure you of this I am, 
it never ked In 1909 the ¢ ‘ tituted proceedit vever, firmly resolved to overthrow this cursed officialdom, Lich 
gainst the ! to enforce ¢ ment of 17 ly ruining our country, and I repeat calmly and with a ll 
Joye ] lered judument i i} facts at cor lerabl ledwe of the nsequences to myself, that if the members I 
lencth, d t ed At the trial dence ffered ut the Parliament will not do their duty, and if I am unable by any other 
claim as t dan Probalt th | intiffs thouwvht t avoid diffi legal means to obtain justice, I am quite prepared to kill Mr. Reed 
culties by { leclarati thout a mandatory ord eavin with ‘my own hands, and leave the judgment with my countrymen 
it to the | | { part te npl it leclara I e seen several of my friends in and out of Parliament, and 
tion | m ! The ¢ tof Ap 1} d more tl ‘ ind on their advice have decided to wait events.” The facts of the 
recent! the / n lect Supply Corporation v. Westminster ise, so far as they are material, and the arguments appear from the 
Klectric Suy (‘ery f Time J 12, 1911), that no de ratior vritten and considered judgment of the court, which was delivered 
ought to | ce , hilit hiecl 1 not be enforced A liabilit by the Lord Chief Justice as follows : 

Re as 1 not } ed j tru t a legal liabilit t all Ihe Lord Atverstonr, C.J.—In this case the appellant appealed against 
real quest ther t defe ints e bound t ‘ ta ne 4 conviction He was indicted, under section 16 of the Offences 
culvert under the f The s no reason to suppose that the alter Against the Person Act, 1861, for maliciously sending to James 
tions made bel ( I en le by the inal company, or in any way Ramsay Macdonald a letter threatening to murder one Alfred Reed 
originated with then \t time since the alterations were made did I the course of his summing up the learned judge wh tried ne 
the College il the defendants to repair the ulvert or leanse what e indicated the questions which he proposed to put to the jury, three 

is lett t fit October, 1909 he he s tor of the Col hich e reduced into writing They were 1) Is the defendant 
lege happened t me a 28 a py of the original of the agreement ruiltv or not guilty of maliciously sending the letter threatening to 
it | 1 been mislaid since 1851, if not before Possibly | murder Alfred Reed (2) Did he intend to murder Reed, or was 
atter the ne rt and aiteratior vere mpleted, this agreement the threat bluff and made in order to call attention t nis 
if any | er existi had bes onsidered to be f no importance grievances (3) Did the defendant send the letter of the 15t f 
The result of the works completed in 1901 by the plaintiffs is that no | June with the intention of so alarming Mr. Ramsay Macdona : 
repair could m i ii to reinstate the ivert Probably it would he te the safety of teed’s life that Mr Macdonald and his friends 
necessary to 8 ibstitute an iron pipe, which would have to be of sufficient would support the defendant's claims against the Home Secretary ind 
capacity to take whatever ume down the sewer as well as whatever the police authorities‘ The jury did not reply directly to these 
might come from the ditch This reconstruction could not be effected questions. but returned a verdict in the following terms ‘We are 
without the co-operation of the rporatior Is f tl Phames Cor of opinion that the defendant wrote the letter of the 13th of June 
servat 8 It is doubtful also if such new d ! ‘ tld be f muel ist ith the ol ject of pressing Mr. Ramsay Macdonald nd his fret 
It was contended that the defendants a t he discharyved or relieved support his claims against the Home Secretar scl the } 
irom performance of their agreement t ppert, uphold, and maintain uthorities We are further of opinion that he did not intend 
the culvert except by a deed or agreement for wd consideratior and nurder Reed ind that the threat was bluff, and made in det 
with the intentior the part of the College to release the compan to call attention to his grievances.’ The learned judge considered 
But it is settled, and it is but comm nse, that it would be a good this equivalent to a verdict of guilty, and sentenced the appellant to 
defence to an action for | h of enant or contract if the plaintiff | six months’ imprisonment in the second division. It was conte! ded 
. wenantee had himself rendered it impossible for the defendant t before us by the learned counsel for the appellant that this verdict 
perform his pa r had in ai ther way prevented him from doing s lid not amount to a verdict of guilty upon the ground, first, that the 
Coke on Littleton (206, b In the case of City of London v. Graeme jury did not find that the letter sent by the defendant threatened te 


(Cro. Jac. 181) a covenant was held to be inapplicable in the altered ; kill and murder Reed, and, further, that the object of writing the 
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Jetter as found by the jury amounted to a finding that the appellant 























G 
| eneral 
had not acted maliciously. It is well established that the court cannot . 
1 to the Sndines of a special verdict. but that the court st be , , 
dd | a ee us « ‘ pecial ‘ rdi but that th urt must | VW in interlocutory appeal was mentioned in Dublin, on the 26th 
itisn é + ave ) " acts Vv 1¢ l ri roo! ) n ‘ | ‘ . 
sali —— : 1e jury . e found Ta hich amount to pr rng i ilt., says the 7'imes, the Lord Chief Baron said if it were not that the 
cl per charge a ine acum nt ; Ir - this yer ot view the uirst , dges were! hb 1 to go on circuit in order to eave money 
ies ion cannot be regarded is free from difficulty, but upon the the ( nment the appeal could now be heard. In consequence of 
le we are of opinion that the jury have found that the letter ( ment’s acti +} rt was unable to sit The Master of 
did contain a threat to murder that t ey were ot opinion that h the R id it | not | for the recent reducti« 1 of judges the 
appellant did not intend to murder Reed, and that the threat is have heen heard ¢ + in July. 
bluff,”’ and made in ordet to < ill atlent n to his grievances ly . ? 
the opinion of the court the words the finding threat ” Colonel E., a well-know Mwyer, Says the Ventre’ Law Jou nal, had 
refer to the preceding words intend to murder, that 1 ' ent wi Nas guuty or n inder, and E. had no hope of acquitting 
erdict does amount to a finding that the letter contained t thi Managing to get a fri on the jury, he said to him, ‘‘ Bill, hold 
It as urged before us tha the iett s ipable ot £ ! for 1 analaUugare Neve sive in. [he jury was out two days. 
strued otherwise than as containing a threat to kill and murder i a«, evs ne : t for manslaughter, and Col E at 
it only stated that the writer was quite prepared to kill Reed iu “ pleased. His friend the Jury, meeting him later, said, “I 
ertain state of things, but i: our j a mt the language of tI had terrible time bring e others around to my way ot! inking ; 
ling of the jury does not admit ot this vie Wi have n 1 «, : a — : es but held om, oF die : ld es 
sider the other point, as to whether o1 t the finding of the jury , y WO 
gatived malice As to the meaning of the word ‘ malicious t} | i el f{ the ) savs the Central Law J nal, re 
learned judge directed the jury in the following terms If you want nort observation made by a lawyer, ‘‘ and I won the case for 
me to tell you what ‘ mal ousiy is | tell you, For exan pole the ele! mal yona the testimony of an old coloured man 
there are many things which a man may do which are malicious, 1i tationed at the ! When asked if he had swung his 
they are done from an improper and indirect motive I should say | lante is a warning, the old man swore positively, ‘I surely did.’ 
that to try and induce a person to do that which he otherwise w iuld After I} l on the “ve | illed on the ld newr said the lawyer, 
not do unless you threatened to murder someone else would be cons ind complimented him u his testimony. He vid Thankee, 
th an indirect motive It might be an utterly improper motive Ma Jawn, | got along right, but | was awfully scared, ‘cause 
In fact, I can hardly conceive circumst es in which it would be | | is ‘fraid dat lawyer n s goin’ to ask me was my lantern lit 
proper to try to get an idvantage for oneself by threatening to De il done give out befo’ de ident. 
murder somebody else The word n us,” to my mind nd ; 
vou mav take this as a direction im} the doing of that which \ Post Office prosecuti vhich, it is understood, says the 7'imes, 
person has no legal right to do, and the « g of it In order to secure i‘ : ] : , : ae" = Ireland, wa heard at Belfast 
— 4 , A local firm mmoned by the Postmaster-General to 
some object by means which are improper. If you come to the conclu 1 : . hay , 
. » by 1 I 1 ta al ee he eLs é In he s } 
sion that these letters were written in order to make people do for ree pecs pearing the macripuon, 
; } | ‘ ‘ ae If undelivered, return t giving the name of the firm). <A 
fear that he would commi a murder t which they otherwise . ‘ , 
: ‘ , hall j | | official admitted examination that during his thirty 
would not do. . . . if you come to that conclusion I shall tell : 
: . a © ’ us experience he had never heard of pe stage being levied on these 
you that then he did it maliciously within the meaning of the word , : 
: 4 > ae pack before Che def solicitor said that his clients were fight 
as it is used in this statute Chis dire n seems to the court to be 
: I e on principle hey had, however, no defence in law. A 
rrect, and taking the finding of the ju cady quoted, in our opinior ee : 
‘ - ad e for the immount laimed vith costs, was given. 
it amounts to a finding that the appellant had acted maliciously within 
the meaning of the direction given by Mr. Justice Darling For At pecial meeting of the General Council of the Bar. held inthe Pai 
; ' ; ~ 
these reasons we are of opinion that the ppeal should be dismissed iment Chamber of the Middle Temple on Thursday the 27th of July, 
' ) - 
and the conviction § affirmed Covnsrer for the appellant, Charles 1911. it was resolved That the attention of the General Council of the 
Bray; for the Crown, Sir Rufus Isaacs, KA ALG : Bodku Rowlatl Ba iving bee tiled t the obeervati ns made by the Lord Chancellor in 
a Graham Campbell. SOLICITORS, ¢ u pb Caldiott; Direct the House of Lords on the 12th of July, 191ll. and on the 25th of July 
Public Prosecutions , 1911, upon the discussion of the County Courts Bill, the Council desires 
[Reported Cc. G. Moray. B ter-at-Law to remind his lordship that the Council is by its constitution the accre 
“ =a dited representative of the bar of England, and that in each year one 
— half of its membe ire elected by the bar so as to ensure that the 
. Cou | ill be in close and constant touch with the opinion ef the 
Obituary. profession, and that many f its members are specially conversant with 
the practice in the count irts. The Council further desires to add 
Mr W H » Crump that no contradiction o1 ection of any of the facts set forth in the 
memorandum re the condition of business in the county courts prepared 
Mir. William Horace Charles Cru np, £0 tor, died on the 21st ult., by the Council has ever been brought to its notice The Council desires 
early age of thirty-eight years. Mr. Ciump, who was the eldest to place on record its emphat repudiation of the suggestion that in 
on of Sir William and Lady Crump, was admitted in 1894, and wa 4 opposing certain provisions of the above-mentioned Bill, the Council has 
partner in the firm of Mesers. William A. Crump & Son, of No. 17, been actuated by any interested motive, and its regret that such an 
Leadenhall-street. He was clerk to the Worshipful Company f imputation ¢ | have been ever made. 
Upholdei 
j t eturt ¢ the work done in the Land Regist: 
ee ——— f ears 1906, 1907, 1908, 1909 and 1910 re pectively under 
] N irious Acts that has just been issued, the total number of separat: 
e a ews estate n the register unde e Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, on 
| J " ‘ 
44 the 3let of De mber « t} rea mentioned, was 
Appointments. “ 17. | 1008 oo. | Imo 
Mr. B.S. Bricas, solicitor, of Wakefield, has been appointed Official — By first registrat 10,609 110,751 1 ; 1 1 183.482 
Receiver in Bankruptcy for the Wakefield district, in succession to M I Udi 1 n of estates alrea - ; 1586 
ions ; ¥ 1.60 ‘ 58 
I. B. Ot ey, resi ned By tra r fr h R62 reg l Lf l l 1,708 1874 
Mr. Crement E. Arnoucp, solicitor, of 10, New-court, Lincoln's Inn, Totals a ~——~|yon4s1 | 190,767 | 131,640 | 19n761 | 147,300 
London, W.C.. has been ippointed a Com: mer to Administer Oatt ~ a om ; 5 
in this country in respect of the follow places Prince Edward By first registration is meant the original entry of the land on th 
l land. Nova Scotia. Toront Alberta te It dos not ay to the sub-division of a —_—— = 
? , ther transact entry relating to registered land. n 
Mi ( ! Ruopes, solicitor, Halifax has beer ippointed by the sae P tat oe as ist of January. 1899. when the twentiet] 
! © a i \ 
J ti ‘ of the Supren Court of Sout Africa to be a Comm , of ¢ aed Weasel At. 1897 is first applied the Londo 
t I r J AKAN Oaths f use in all Ul provincial divisior ‘ t} } to the 31st of December last 144,308 separate propertie 
ad Court, il luding Bloe nfontein, ( ipetown, Natal, Orange Free sein com, thea aa These have. for the most part heer 
wat Pretoria, Pietermaritzburg, Transvaal, &e. re t i wit! POSSESS title only although in most cages a! 
, ild have be easily obtained had the requisite applica 
° . : t heen made It is explained that the main object of ESOSSOTY 
Changes in Partnerships, &c. ee eaten ix ta Keiiado Gx Suns ae 4k ee 
4 = ° | 7 t« pe ‘ tle i Th vithout anv additional fee 
Dissolution. ib nite tif | he iL imat ise aheolute titles ay 


Tuomas Lister Farrar, Georce Hersert CHarRLeswortnu, Pun ff 1 entire gratis to perse vho have asked for possessory title 


Riper Curistiz, Jawes Gui Lister Farrar, and Hvsert List n! The note proceed Considering these facilities, it is difficult 
Farrar, solicitor Farrar & ¢ Mancheste June 30. So far a to understand why so fe pplications for absolute title are made, and 
beyaras Lhe iid P ilip Ride ( hriette vi retire from the firm t I e difficult to a unt for the fact that out of about 1,262 offers 
said Thomas Lister Farrar. George Herbert Charlesworth. James Gi of absolute and good leasehvid titles made on possessory application 
Lister Farrar, and Hubert Lister Farrar will continue the said practice | between the 1st of January, 1909, and the 31st of December, 1910, no less 
at 79, Fountain-street, Manchester, under the present style or firm of | than 469 have been re fused, either for no reason at all, or for reasons 


Farrar & Co. [Gazette, July 28 | which are entirely inadequate 
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At a meetil ot ices for Lond I lat the S or Hou 
Newington, on the 28th ult... ¢ iys the 7'ime t discussion took place on 
t motion to auth e ur lairman t make ich use as he might deem 
necessary of the « gy ( t House at Cl ell is junction 
vith that at Ne gton, for such tempor purposes as in his judg 
ment might be f ad needfu Mr. Watson Su in moving the resolu 
tior uid that tl present | t of affal sused ) iderab] n 
enlence When tl scheme vas passed under which th 
House it Newi tor is pre 1810 ully igreed upon as the ( 

House, the London County Council were contemplating the provision of 
1 new site, but me h «ite had yet been provided. Negotiations wit) 


yurt had bee 











the City authorities for the use of the Central Criminal ¢ 
proceeding for months, but nothing had resulted In these circum 
stances he tl ht the hould revert to the old position and use tl 
Clerkenwell Court Hou for the I of the Thame About 60 
per cent. of the popu on of the county lived in the north, and three 
fourths of the triable es came therefrom, while the resident jurore 
were 20,000 more The chairman iid they ere at present working 
under a schem vi h de ignated Newington as the pla r } dir 
the Sessions That ild be at an end at the close of tl vea here 
ere uggestior from all quarter: for the revision of the scheme 
Eventually a resolution w irried in the following form: ‘‘ That, ir 
iew of the unsuital ty of the Court ee at Newington for the 
transaction of the juad | l crim of tl hol t of 
London, and tl continued delay in the ion of a suitab ite nd 
building for uch purposes, the hairman Quarter Seesi be re 
quested nd is hereby authorised, to take such steps as he may deem 


necessary 


Royant Navan Cotrecer, Ostorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Maval Officer” (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart 
mouth.—-Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook 
street, London, W. ApvT.] 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 
Aug. 17.—Mesare. Vewtow, Butt & Coorgr, at the Mart, atl: Freehold and Loasec- 
hold Ground Rents (see advertisement, back page, July 29) 
Result of Sale. 
Live Isranests, Live Poticres, &c. 


Mosars, H. BE. Foerer & Caanriecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 936) of the 
above-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thuraday last, when the 
following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being £28,945 


THE LIFE INTEREAT in £511 per annum oe . «. Sold £7,400 
TIE LIFE INTEREST in £5621 per annum ‘ « oo» £7,600 
ENDOWMENT POLICY for 21,500 a“ » « £915 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE for 212,200 and bonuses . », £12,950 
FULLY-PAID POLICY for £1,000 i £545 
INTEREST IN POSSESSION in £309 .,., coe ° o° R115 


r . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
>» 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, July 28, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limite rn Caanorey. 

ARGENTINE (WESTERN) PETROLEUM SYNDICATE, LTD—Creditors are required, on or 
befure Sept 8 to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts cr 
claims, to Owen Waiter Downing, Finsbury Pavement House 

AUTOMATIC [INNING MACHINE Co, Ltp—Creditors are required,on or before Avg 11, to 
send their names and addresses, andthe particulars of their debts or claims, to W 
Picton Jones, Cambrian chmbrs, Swansea 

MINCING LANE SYNDICATE, LtTD—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Abbott, 24, Coleman st Martin & Co, King st, Guildhall, solors for the liquidator 

PANNI LANDS AND RUBBER Estates, LTD—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Richard H. Nerney, 27 and Ys, Old Jewry, liquidator 

PATENT EXPLORATION Co, Ltp—Crediti rs are required, on or before Avg 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. H 
Simmons, 6, Old Jewry, liqudator 

WILLIAM LEA Motor Co, L1 Creditors are required, on or before Sept 0, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Thomas Parke Deves, 5, Cook st, Liverpool. Collins & Co, Liverpool, solors to the 
liquidator 


London Gazette TUESDAY, Aug. 1 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep tx CHaycery 


HAMMOND & Co, Ltb—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 5, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particu’ars of their debts or claims, to Oscar Berry, Monument 
House, Monument sq, liquidator 

LONDON CONCE*SIONS AND CONSTRUCTION SYNDICATE, LTD—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented July 21, directed to be heard Aug 16 Gover & Co, 71, Queen st, Cheapside. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o clock in the after 
noon of Aug 15 

MINES AND HANKING CORPORATION, LTD—Petn for winding up, presented July 28, direc 
ted to be heard Aug 9. Emmet & Co, 14, Bloomsbury sq, solors for the petnr. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than o o'clock in the afternoon 
of Aug 8 

Wrst VALE MANUFACTURING Co, LTD —Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, 
to rend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
E. Sudworth, Imperial arcade, Huddersfield, liquidator 








Aug. §, 19! I. 





Kesolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 


} London Gazette.—Frivay, July 21. 
ACASBA LTD 
JosEPH Suaw & Co, Lip. 
PREDEGAR RINKING Co, LTD. 
| ZABRAT OIL Co, LTD. 
ORD, GRaY & Co, LTD. 
H. A. Coopsr, LTp, 
APRICAN CONSOLIDATED INVESTMENT Co, LTD 
GROSVENOR RINK LTD. 
PARK CHEMICAL Co, LT! 
CARMEN ISLAND DEVELOPMENT (0, LTD. 
HARROW LAND Co, LTD 
FRONTINO AND BOLIVIa (SOUTH AMERICAN) GOLD MINING Co, LTD. (Reconstruction) 
EAST LONDON (CAPE COLONY) WaTTLE Bark CO. LTD, 
JouN HOWELL COACHBUILDING Co, LTD. 
DAMARALAND Co, LTD. 
| MOJANGA SYNDICATE, LTD. 
R. & J. Evans & Co, Ltp 
BROKEN HILL SovuTH BLocKs, LTD. 
MINCING LANE SYNDICATE, LTD. 
| DoRsET PuBLIC House Trust Co, Ltp 


| London Gazette,—TUrspaY, July 25. 


WILLIAM LEA Motor Co, LTp. 

J. W. JOHNSON & Co, LTD. 

STAFFORDSHIRE CINEMATOGRAPH (0, LTD 
QUEEN’S TEMPERANCE HOTELS, LTD 

DAGGER Hry Brick Co, Lib 

AUTOMATIO TINNING MACHINE Co, LTD 
JoserH HENRY, Jk., WILDSMITH & Cu, LTD. 
WHALEY BriIper Gas Co, Lrp. 

EBONY SYNDICATE, LTD. 

®.E.D. SynpicaTsE, LTD. 

RUBBER ESTATES, LTD. 

AUTOLOCK SAFETY COCK AND BOLT Co, Lrp. 
HANLEY CHEMICAL MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. 
SWANLEY PouLtTry Farm Co, Lip. 

CouK Bros (Hornsey), LTD. 


London Gazett:.—Frtway, July 28 


MCInTosH, Emetr & Co, LTD. 
ALMA COLLIERY Co, LTD 
ARGENTINE (WESTERN) PETROLEUM SYNDICATE, LTp. 
GRAND ELECTRIC EMPIRES, LTD 
CaPrE CART Hoop Co, LTD. 
NorTa WESTERN FINANCE Co, LTD 
WILLIAM ALLWOOD & Sons, LTD 
PATENT EXPLORATION Co, LTD, 
London Gaze'te.—TUESDAY, Aug 1. 
Woop & ROBINSON, LTD. 
FREDERICK USHER & Co, LTD. 
FULLER Box Co, LTD. 
Morte Coconut ESTaTES SYNDICATE, LTD. 
| WALTER Hewitt CycLe Co, Lrp. 
| Rk. J. Woors, Ltp 
J.N. W. SYNDICATE, Ltb. 
J. ©. Base, LTD. 
MAGNUM STEEL Co, LID. 
ARTHUR AMEY, LTD 
| WALDEN SPINNING Co, LTD. 
COVERWELL, LTD. 
CLADOR SYNDICATE, LTD. 
PRESTON GRANITE CONCRETE Co, LTD, 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 


Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette.—FRiDAY, July 28. 


(epson, WILLIAM, Askern, nr Doncaster Aug 28 Rideal & Son, Barnsley 
ADAMSON, THOMAS, Sunderland Aug 31 Walker, Sunderland 
\LEXANDER, THOMAS, Walton, Liverpool, Boat Contractor, forthwith to Roberts, 21, 
Harrington st, Liverpool 
\SHLEY, JANE SARAH, Lincoin Aug 27 Hebb & Sills, Lincoln 
BACH, SARAH, Walthamstow, Licensed Victualler Sept5 Burn & Son, Bell yd, Doctors 
| Commons 
BAGLEY, RALPH, Oldham, Cotton Spinner Sept 30 Innes, Manchester 
BAUVDRY, FLORENCE EMILIA, Portsiown rd, Maida Vale Sept 14 Hopwood & Sons, 
South aq, Grays inn 
BLOOMFIELD, MAKY ANN, Ipswich Aug 9 Turner & Co, Ipswich 
BooTH, JOHN FIRTH, Springhead in Saddleworth, York, Cotton Spinner Augil4 Halli 
well, Oldham 
| BoUMPHUREY, ALICE, Stoneycroft, Liverpool Sept 1 Hill & Co, Liverpool 
CHAMPION, MARION, Cleve rd, West Hampstead Sept 29 Champion & Co, Union et, 
O.d Broad st 
CoLg, KATHERINE JANE, Bushbury, Stafford Sept 1 Manby & Brevitt, Wolver- 
hampton 
CoviL, EDWARD SAMISON, Herbert rd, Plumstead, Builder Aug 31 Sampson, William 
st, W oolwich 
(RAVEN, MICHARL, Bradford Sept 15 Wade & Co, Bradford 
CULL, JAMES, Phitlimore gdns Sept 10 Stephenson & Co, Lombard st 
DEACON, JOSEPH, Blunsdon St Andrew, Wilts Aug 31 Withy, Swindon 
DEAN, WILLIAM HENRY, Lindley, Huddersfield, Wholesale Diuggist Aug 19 Armitage 
& Co, Hudderstield 
Day, Joun RICHARD, Kingston upon Hul! Aug 21 Witty, Hull 
ENGLISH, CHARLES, King’s Heath, Worcester Sept 2 Brooks, Birmingham 
FEARNLEY, EMILY, Darlington Avugl Steavenson & Co, Darlington 
Fostex, ELiza, Sunderland Aug 3l Graham & Co, Sunderland 
Foster, THOMAS, Sunderland Aug 31 Graham & Co, Sunderland 
FREEMAN, JAMES EDMUND, Fulbourn, Cambridge, Salesman Sept 20 Wood & Wvotton, 
Fish Street hiil 
GARNER, ELIZABETH ELRANOR, Belvedere, Kent Aug3l Tayler, Cannon st 
HANBURY, DAVID THEOPHILUS, Nava, California, USA Sept 30 Cripps & Co, Tuo 
bridge Wells 
HAYDEN, Henry, Kinder, Hayfield, D rby Aug26 Wa!ker, New Mills, Derby 
HINCKSMAN, Locisa, Lytham, Lancs Sept 1 W & J Cooper, Lytham 
Hoorer, WILLIAM EDWARD Lewis, Streatham Park, Surrey, Flock Manu acturer Sept 
15 Cheale & Son, Tuobridge Wells 
HvIsH, Hexry, Ipswich Augi8 Long & Casley, Ipswich 
IBBOTSON, PRISCILLA, Rotherham Sept 16 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 
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, Sons, 
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Jacons, Lewis, West Eud ln, Hampsteai Sept 1 
Westminster Bank House, Covent Garden 


JaMES, CHRISTOPHER, Uld £q, Lincoln's inn, Barrister at Law Aug 31 Strick & Belling- 


ham, Swansea 


LATHEY, WILLIAM, West Tisbury, Wilts Sept1 Marsh & Warry, Yeovil 


Button & Co, London County and | 
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ct, Cannon st 


| & Smith, Manchester 


LEE, SAMUEL WYNNE, Dee Banks, Chester Sept 19 Jolliffes & Hope, Chester pymt 


MCGILL, WILLIAM, Manchester 8S pt16 Foyster & Co, Manchester : 
Sept 12 Dennis & Co, North- 


Mayoock, — AS SMITH, Weston Favell, Nort ampton 
amptor 

MORTIMER, ELIZABETH AXN, Broadclyst, Devon 
Devon 

Myers, GEORGE, Lytham, Lancaster, Builder Sept 1 

PATEFIELD, GEORGE, Halifax Aug 26 Bailey, Halifax 


PINDER, ELLEN JANE, Fatbourne Aug3l Hillman & Co, Eastbourne 
RICHARDSON, EDWARD, Mount View rd, Stroui Green Sept 14 Ash'ey & Co, Fred- 


erick pl, Old Jewry 


ROBINSON, MARSHALL, Huddersfcld Aug il4 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 


SAUNDERS, JANET, Ely, Cambridge Sept 1 Hall, Ely 


SHARP, JAMES, Wyke, Bradford Aug3l Wright & Co, Bradford 
THOMAS, Grocers Hall ct, P.ultry, Ironmonger Sept 9 Hubbard & Co, Hout, WILLIAM, Rochda‘e 
KEOGH, JAMES. Richmond rd 
xwell. Berks Sept2 Crowdy & Son, Faringdon 

nr Manchester, Wadding Mill Manager 


SHEPPARD, 
Cannon st 
Srvs, JoHN, Leigh, Lancaster, Ironmonger Sept2 Marsh 


SNOOK, SAMUEL, Botley, Southampton, Farmer Aug 28 Burl-y, 
SORMANI, HENRY ALFRED, Eastcheap bidgs, Eastcheap, Importer Aug 31 Strong & Co, 


Gracechurch st 


STEGGALL, CAROLINE, Lewes Sept 16 Eaden & Co, Cambridge 
STEPHENS, WILLIAM HENRY, Plympton, Devon, Livensed Victualler Sept 23 Duobell, 


Plymouth 


TAYLOR, ALIC#, Rochdale Aug 31 Brier ey & Hudson, Rochdale 
Tipy, WILLIAM, Beckenham, Kent Aug 14 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, Buckingham gate, RANDALL, WALTER JoHY, Witham, Fasex 


Westminster 


Weir, JAMES GALLOWAY, Frognall, Hampsteat, MP Sept 9 


Charing Cross 


WILLIAMSON, HARRIETT, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Nov 1 

WILSON, WILLIAM GILMOUR, Madeley rd, Ealing 
church In 

Wricnt, Eu, Oldham Augi2 Ogden, Oldham 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 1. 
BULMER, JOHN EDWARD, Fleetwood, Laacs, Commercial Traveller Aug 31 Gaulter, 


Fleet wood 
Curist1e, MICHAEL HincHy, Reddish, Lancs Aug 9 
chester 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fatvay, July 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ayroisr, Gustave, Finsbury House, London Wall High 
Court Pet June 10 Ord July 26 

Barward, Daviv, St Mary's1rd, Peckham High Court Pet 
July ‘4 Ord July 24 

Bagrape.t, Agtuur, Loughborough, Fish Hawker Leices- 
Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

Buzoy, Josern, Clowne, Derby, Miner Sheffield Pet 
July 26 Ord July 26 

Bracu, Apert, Bradnop, nr Leek, Staffs, General 
Labourer Macclesfield Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Bixv, Joux, Roek Ferry, Chester, Estate Agent Birken- 
head Pet June 14 Ord July 21 

Binp, Peter Fraxcis, Rock Ferry, Chester, Property 
Owner Birkenhead Pet Junel4 Ord July 21 


Brows, Asruur, Cornwall mans, Regent’s pk, Insurance | 


Clerk High Court Pet July 25 Ord July 25 

Campsety, Witttam, Heaton Chapel, nr Manchester, Yarn 
Agent Manchester Pet July 25 Ord July 25 

Evans, Witizam Rexs, Liansamlet, Glam, Labourer 
Swansea Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Garey, James Faepenick, Pontllanfraith, Mon, Butcher 
Newport,Mon Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Hasrisow, Lronarp, North Stoke, or Arundel, 
Brighton Pet June 27 Ord July 24 

Henpersox, J Hepiey, Brockley, Kent Greenwich Pet 
Mar 21 Ord July 25 

Hotrorp, Artruur Atsert, Gloucester, Fish Salesman 
Gloucester Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

Jaues, Gairrira Axgyovup, Morriston, Swansea, 
Swansea Pet July 26 Ord July 26 


Farmer 


Builder | 


Joes, Evan, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Coal Miner Cardiff 


Pet July 24 Ord July 24 
Joxzs, James, Pontardulais, Glam, Builder 
Pet July 25 Ord July 23 


Swansea 





Aug 10 Rodd, E:st Stonehouse, 


W & J Cooper, Preston 


Middiemiss & Pearce, Hull 
Sept 39 Kennedy & Co, Ab- 


CURWEN, RICHARD, Boulton, 


CHRISTY, JoskrH FELL, Upton, Alresfor 
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1, Hants Sept 13 Badham & Co, "@alters’ Hall 


CROOKSHANK, CATHERINE MIDDLETON, Whalley Range, Manchester Sept 1 Lambert 
CUNNINGHAM, JANE ELIZABETH, Adolphus rd, Finsbury Park Aug 29 Turner, Finsbury 


CuPIss, THOMAS, Leigh on Sea, Essex Aug 2) Beecroft, Queen st 
‘omme:cial Traveller 


August 31 Balshaws, Bolton 


DAVIES, JOHN JONES, Llanfrothen, Meri neth August 25 Lloyd George & George, 


Criccieth 
FINISTER, George Frederic 
Brooke, Leeda 


FRANCIS, CHARLES RANDALL, 
GRIFFITHS, GRIFFITH, Newtown, Montgomery, Bank Manager 


Newtown 


HADDRELL, 
alifax 


& Co, Leigh 
Bishop's Waltham 


KIBBLE, CHARLES, Little Co 


Athton under Lyre 
MILLER, Betsy, 
PRATT, MARY, 

upon Tweed 


PRESSLY, ELLEN, Bournem uth Sept 
KAUCLIFFE, JOHN, Saddleworth, York, Yeoman Sept 29 Rowbotham, Oldham 


GROUNDS, ELLEN, Warrington 
Ei. WARD JOHN, 


HOLBECHE, ROBERT NEVILLE, 
Sept 145 Chadwick, Rochdale 
LINGARD, JoSHUA, Fairfield, 


Ashton under Lyne 
Erwarton R.ctory, nr Ipswich, 


Harrogate, Bedstesd Manufacturer Oct2 JBa&JaA 


Worthing Sept 1 Gates, Worthing 
Aug 21 Williams & Co, 


Sept7 Greenall & Co, Warrington 
Roundway, Devizes, Wilts Aug 10 Boocock & Son, 
Rirmingham Sept1é Ryland & Co, Birminghan 
Aug 10 Kemb‘e, Orchard st 

Sept6 Hamer, 


Sept 5 Richards, Denton, nr Manchester 
Sept 1 JC &R eddell, Berwlck 
20 Loxley & Co, Cheapsids 


Aug 15 Blood, Witham 


RICHARDSON, JOHN, Gartconnel!, Dumbarton Sept 30 Walker & Co, Theobald’s rd 


Radcliffe & Co, Craven st 


SABIN, FREDERICK, Blackpool 


Sept 9 Heath & Sons, Manchester 


i SCHIRRMACHER, LOUISE, Iugestre bidgs, Broad st, Golde i sq Sept 4 Waterman, Regent 
WELLS, WILLIAM JoHN, Toronto,Canada Septl Marsh & Warry, Yeovil House, Regent st 


WEBB, ANN, Gravelly Hill, 


SLATTERY, HENRY FRANCIS, Old Broad st 
THORNTON, SARAH ROSE, Brighton Sept 8 stuckey & Co, Brighton 
Warwick Sept 15 Reynolds & James, Birmingham 


Aug 26 Blount & Co, Albemarle st 


WEST, JAMES FITZJAMES FRASER, E'gh ston, Birminghsm, Surgeon Sept 2) Balden 


& Son, Birmingham 
WHYATT, WILLIAM, Hyde, 


Scholes & Farrington, Man YouNG, GEORGE, 
younG, WILLIAM, 


Kitcuen, [aa, Stainland, York, Bed Flock Manufacturer 
Halifax Pet July 6 Ord July 24 
La Granxos, Benepetra Joun, Leeds, Dentist’s Manager 
Leeds Pet July 25 Ord July 25 
Matcoim, H G@, Strand High Court Pet Mar 10 Ord 
July 26 
Mauiinsoxn, Artaur Tuomas, Beeston, Leeds, Dripping 
| Manufacturer Leeds Pet June 2l Ord July 24 
| Motitexin, Hersent, Maltby, near Rotherham, Builder 
| Sheffield Pet July 25 Ord July 25 
| Opeaman, 8, Bethnal Greenrd High Court 
| Ord July 26 
| Overtrox, Cuartes Epwarp, and James Govu.prsr, King st, 
Hammersmith, Greengrocers High Court Pet July 26 
Ord July 26 
Owey, Tuomas Davip, Bettws, Carmarthen, Colliery Fan- 
man Carmarthen Pet July 25 Ord July 2 
Packarp, Axtuue Repo.iren, Elmcroft cres, Golder’s Green, 
Bank Clerk High Court Vet July 26 Ord July 26 
Pexxy, Tuomas Osporye, Ashover, Derby, Farm Hand 
Derby Pet July 24 Ord July 24 
Paitiuirs, Wa.ter, Mardy, Glam, 
| Pet July 26 Ord July 26 
Pitts, CHARLES, Bradford, Veterinary Inspector 
Pet July 25 Ord July 25 
Poster, Faank Newsory, Rotherham, Caretaker Sheffield 
Pet July 25 Ord July 25 
| Rawpisa, Henry, Lincoln, Butcher Lincoln Pet July 25 
Ord July 25 
| Ricnarpsox, Epwin Josern, Brook st, Grosvenor sq, 
Dentist High Court Pet May 29 Ord July 26 
| Sewrance, Josern Avam, Sheffield, Greengrocer Sheffield 
Pet July 26 Ord July 26 
Wuits, Eaxest James, Bridgwater, 
water Pet July 26 Ord July 26 
| Wittiams, Jane, Lianddeiniolen, 
Pet July 8 Ord July 25 
| Wooprie.p, ALexaxpera Epwaup, Baker st, Enfield, Baker 
Edmonton Pet July 25 Ord July 25 


Pet June 27 


Collier Pontypridd 


Bradford 


Confectioner Bridg- 


Carnarvon Bangor 


eee 


Chester, General Dealer Aug 26 Knowles & Son, Hyde 
WILSON, THOMAS, Levenshulme, nr Manchester Sept 12 
WYATT, JOHN, Lenthall rd, Dalston 

I'weedmouth, Farmer 
Salisbury, 


Sale & Co, Manchester 
pt !5 Fooks & Co, Carey st 

Sept lL Smith, Berwick upoa Tweet 
Wilts Sept il Tatum, Salisbury 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 21: 


Rees, Jonus, Kidderminster, Grocer Kidderminster Pet 

July 3 Ord July 18 
FIRST MEETINGS 

Aciex, Farperick Steruen Pasxerr, Manchester, Sales- 
man Aug5at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Avsits, Craine Syivie, Crawley, Sussex, Furniture Vealer 
Aug5 atil Off Ree, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Barronp, James, Daventry, Carrier Aug 5 at 11 Off 
Ree, The Parade, Northampton 

Barnanp, Davip, St Mary’s rd, Peckham Aug 8 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Barsapett, Arruur, Loughborough, Leicester, Fish 
Hawker Aug6ati1l Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Baows, Antuur, Cornwall mans, Regent's Park, [asurance 
Clerk AugSatl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Geratp McLeop Powrtt, Birchington, Kent, 
Wine Merchant Aug 6 at 11.80 Off Rec, 68a, Castle 
at, Canterbury 

Davin, Daxiev. Cefa Cribbwr, Glam, Collier Aug 5 at'll 
117, Saint Mary st, Cardiff 

Hagvine, Atrrep Sipwey Cowet, Torquay, Painter Aug 
Sati2 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Hanaitses, Leonanp, North Stoke, nr Arundel, Farmer 
Aug Sat12 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough p!, Brighton 

Hervrorp, Henry Francis, Budleigh Salterton, Devon 
Aug l4at 2.30 O/f Rec, 9, Bedford circas, Exeter 

Horgsinacok, Witttam Hewry, Gerrards Cross, Bucks, Sur- 
geon Aug9ati12 14, Bedford row 

Hvanes, Roneat Tuomas, Bangor, Labourer Aug 9 at 12 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Jones, Servtimes, and Beysamin Gaiaos, Wollaston, Nornh- 
ampton, Shoe Manufacturers Aug 5 at 12 Off Rec, 
The Parade, Northampton 

Kircugy, Ina, Green In, West Vale, Bed Flock Manu- 
facturer Aug 8 at 10.45 County Couri, Prescott at, 
Halifax 


CorTros, 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


BRMOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 





SrRumT, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED in 1880. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—-LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to 
direction cal supervision of the Corporation. 


X | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


@a application. 
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La Gaaxor, Beweperra Joux, Leeds, Dentists Manager 


Aug 9at 4 Off Reo, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Mattson, Aatuva Tomas, Beeston, Leeds, Dripping 
Manufacturer Avg 9 at 3 Off Rec, 24, Bond at 
Leeds 

Overpery, Janes Writram, Gloucester, Batcher Aug 5 
at 12 Off Ree, Station rd, Gloucester 


Owes, Traowuas Davin, Rettwa, Carmarthen, Colliexy Fan- 
man Aug Sat! Off Ree, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Parasn, Maerua Jane, Gerrards Crom, Bucks Aug 9 at 3 
14, Bedimd row 

Pesxy, Tuowas Ossoawe, Ashover, Derby, Farm Hand 
Avg 5 at 11 Off Ree, 5, Victoria bldgs, London 1d 
Derby 

Pivrs, Cuaates, Bradford, Veterinary Inspector Aug 8 at 

Off Ree, 12, Dok traf ford 

Rawprit, Jack G. Southwater, ‘ussex Avg 5 at 11.50 
Off Ree, 124, Marlborough pi, Brigi ton 

Rawot«, Hexay, Thorpe-oo-the-Hill, Butcher Aung 9 at 
12.30 Off Ree, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Rees, Joux, Kidderminster, Grocer Avg 9 at 2.15 Lion 
Hotel, Kidde: minster 

Rice. Tuomas Gronor, Sketty, Boot Repairer Aug 9 at ll 


Off Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary’s st Swansea 


Russet, Banruotomew Farrow, Carlin How, York, Grocer 
Aug “at Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albe:tid, Middles 
brough 

Tintixe, Jouw De ss Mapory, Teignmouth Aug 10 at 
2.20 Cit Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Wars waranr, Puasx, Nelson, Lancs, Cabinet Maker Aug 
Satii Of Re , Winckley st, Preston 

Wrenn, Taomas, Bury, Chartered Accountant Aug 5at 11 
Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baswarp, Da St Mary’sa rd, Peckham High Court 
et July 24 Ord July 24 

Basrapert, Arravr, Loughborough, Leicoster, Fish 
Hawker Leicester Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

Birzoy, Jesern, Clow Derby, Miner Sheffield Pet July 
26 Ord July %6 

Burcu, Acexet, Bradnop, ar Leck, Staff-, Gi neral Labourer 
Macclesfield Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Bai sant, Lewrotp, Mazencd av, West Hampstead 
Traveller High Cowt Pet July 1 Ord July 24 

Bi x, Aatuur, Cornwall mane, Regent’s Park, Insw 
ance Clek High Court Pet July 2 Ord July 25 

Camrogin, Wi am, Heaton Chapel, ur Ma ter, Yarn 
Agent Manchester Pet July 25 OrdJu a) 

Cr Heway, Drepers gdns High Comt Pet Mar 
Ord July 2z 

Evawe, Witttam Rese, Liansamilet, Glam, Labourer 
Swanrea Pet July 24 Ord July & 

Feirrisox, Terpone Wouter, Great 8t Thomas Apostle, Fur 
Dealer High Court Pet June 16 Ord July 26 

Goopaut, Es ~ Faepean Edgbaston, Bumingham, 
General Merchant Birmingham Pet May 9% Ord 
July 24 

Garey, James Faepenicx, aesyewmmer, Butcher New- 
port, Mon Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Hoitrosp, Axtn Aroent, Gloucester, Fish Salesman 
Glourester Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

James, Gaivvitn Axgyoip, Morriston, Swansea, Builder 
Swansea Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

Joxes, Evay, Caerau, or Bridgend, Coal Miner Cardiff 
Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Jones, Jaucs, Pontardulaia, Glam, Builder Swansea Pet 
July 26 Ond July 26 

Kitcurs, Ina, Stainlacd, Yorks, Bed Flock Manufacturer 
Halifax PetJuly6 Ord July 24 


La Gaasoe, Bexneverta Jonx, Leeds, Dentist’s Manager 


Leeds Pet July 25 Ord July 2 

McCoswsett, Davin, Oxford, Horeedealer High Court 
Pet May 26 Ord July 26 

Mattison, Aatuun Thomas, Beeston, Leeds, Dripping 
Manufacturer Leeda Pet June2l Ord July 26 

Meakin, Louts, Beachwood av, Kew Gdos Wandsworth 

‘et July 1 Ord July 24 

Mouiexrs, Heaeeatr, Maltby, nr Rotherham, Builder 

Sheffield Pet July 2 Ord July 25 


und James Govpre, King st 
High Court Pet July 26 


Ovesros, Cuantes Ep 
Hammersmith, Cree 
Ord July 26 

Owen, Tuomas Da 


ngroce 


ra 


, Bettws, Carmarthen, Colliery Fan 


man Carmarthen Pet July 25 Ord July 25 

Pacxaap, Amiava Ruevoirn Emecroft cree, Go'der's 
Green, Bank Clerk High Court Pet July 26 Ord 
July 26 











Pexxy, Tuomas Ospoaxsz, Ashover, Derby, Farm Hand | 
Derby Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Purtiirs, Wacrer, Mardy, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet | 
July 26 Ord July 26 

Pirts, Cuaates, Bradford, Veterinary Inspector 

Pet July 25 Ord July 2 

er, Fravx Newnony, Rotherham, Caretaker 

Pet July 25 Ord July 25 


Bradford 


Por Shettield 


Raworxe, Hexay, Eagle Hall, Lincoln, Butcher Lincoln 
Pet July 25 Ord July 25 | 

Rover Jous Henseat Nacper, Fenchurch st, Merchant 
High Court Pet April 27 Ord July 22 } 

Sewrance, Josern Avan, Sheffield, Greengrocer Sheffield | 


Pet July 26 Ord Jul 
Wuire, Eanxest Jawes, Bridgwater, Confectioner 


26 | 


Bridg- 





water Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

Wrace, Marrnus Wittram, Harvard rd, Isleworth, 
Mag Healer Brentford Pet June l Ord July 25 

ADJUDICALIONS ANNULLED 

Beprxorizip, Georor Corxetivs, Oulton Broad, Suffvlk, 
Hay Dealer (reat Yarmouth Adjud Feb 28, 1905 
Annul July 25, 1911 

Taowsos, Artuva, Hereford, Secretary of Company Here- 
ford Adjud Dec 11,1906 Annul July 18, 1911 

L ! Gazette.—TUFSDAY, Aug 1 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

BENDING, MARK, Cade'eigh, Devon, Farmer Exeter Pet 
July 28 Ord July 2s 

BowWMAN, JoHN THoMAS, Leeds, Coach Builder Leeds 
Pet July 27 Ord July 27 

Boyp, ALBERT WILLIAM, Jump, nr Barnsley, Yorks 
Painter Barnsley Pet July 28 Ord July 2s 

BRADY, JsMES Freperick, Hallswel'e rd, Golders Green, 
Builder Parnet Pet July 27 Ord July 27 

CLAXTON, DAVID, Balsall Heath. Birmingham, Coal Mer 
hant Birmingham PetJuly 8 Ord July 27 

FARR, ALBERT EDWARD, Frinton on Sea, Essex, Builder 
Co'chester Pet July 17 (rd July 28 

GeACH, GrorGe, Arandel st, Strand, Company Promoter 
High Court Pet May 12 Ord July 29 

GELLING, E F, Kidderpore guns, Hampstead High Court 
Pet June? Ord J 28 

HARTLEY, ALBERT, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 
Pet July 14 Ord July 28 

HAZLEY, JOUN HENRY, Yeadon, Yorks, Waste Manu 
facturer Leeds PetJunei7 Ord July 23 

Hoit, ViINcENT EDWARD, Willenhall, Staffs, Grocer 
Wolverhampton Pet July 28 Ord July 28 | 

HOOLEY, TERAH FRANKLIN, Panwerth Everard, Cambs, | 
Farmer Cambridge PetJuly 28 Ord July 28 


Horsman, W J and H, Portobello rd, Ne tting Hill High 





Court Pet July 3 Ord July 2 | 
JouNSON, WALTER HARRY, Cosby, Leicester, Boot Riveter | 
Leicester Pet July 27 Ord July | 
JONES, ERNEST BIsPHAM, Pontypridd, Glam, Commercial | 
rraveller Pontypridd Pet June6 Ord July 27 | 
JoNES, FRPEDERICK, Runcorn, Chester, Boot Dealer War 
rington Pet July 8 Ord July 28 | 
KENDALL, GronGE, Sheffield, Tinsmith Sheffield Pet 
July 29 Ord July 29 | 
KING, TRUSTHAM, Hertford Heath, Herts, Hawker Hert- | 
ford Pet July 29 Ord July £9 | 
LANG, FRANCIS, Bearpark, Durham, Farmer Durham Pet | 
July 29 Ord July 29 | 
MACVEAN, DoNALD, Whitehall gdns, Acton Hill, General 
Agent Brentford Pet Marz2 Ord Juiy 28 | 
MORGAN, EpWIn, Warmiley, Glor, Eutcher Bristol Pet 
July Ord July 27 | 
PACKY, HARRY, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks Middles. | 
brough Pet Juiy Ord July 27 } 
PERKINS, GEORGE, West Bromwich, Stone Mascon West | 
Bromwich Pet July 27 Ord July 27 | 
REYNOLDS, EDWARD JOHN, Hyde, or Chalford, Glos, Dairy 
man Farmer Gloucester Pet July 23 Ord July 28° 
ROSEMAN, SOLOMON, Leeds, Auctioneer Leeds Pet 
July 27. Ord Ju y 27 
SAVILLE, JOHN WILLIAM, Leigh, Lanes, Chemist Bolton | 
Pet July 27) Ord July 27 | 
SCHOLEPigLb, LILA, Bryanston mans, Bryarston sq High 
Cour Pet May 29 Ord July 27 | 
SNELL, JOHN, Hope Cove, nr Kingsbridge, Devon, Merchant 
Plymouth Pet July 27 Ord July 27 
SWINscok, JOHN REGINALD, Sheffield, Solicitor Sheffield 


let Jaly i838 Ord July 28 





202nd Year of the Office. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
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RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFiTS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 
Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


FIRE OFFICE) 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. | 


SICKNESS and DISEASE, | 


PLATE GLASS. 


Tayton, Joun W, London Wall, Shipper High Court Pet 
June ® Ord July 27 


PHoORNE, THOMAS BeSLEY Hoventon, Harley st High 
Court Pet May 26 Ord July 27 

WADDAMS, ERNESTARTHUR, BHandswor h, Frulterer Bir. 
mogham Pe: Jay 2 Ord Ju'y 2 

Were, HeNry, Wolve hampton, Musical L[ostrum nt 
Dealer Wolverhamston Pet July 28 Ord July 28 

WELCH, E R, Lancaster pl, S'rand HighCourt Pet July 

Ord July 27 
FIRST MEETINGS, 

ANTOINE, GUSTAVE, Finsbury House, London wall Aug 
Gatil Rankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Beit, Riewarp Fet., Ambleside, Weetmorland, Iron 
monger Aug l) at 2.30 W Ht Heelia & Sop, Amble- 
ide 

EILZON, JosErH, Clowne, Derby, Miner Aug l0ati2 Off 
Rec, Figtree lr, She feld 

Biren, ALBEAT GEORGE, Deeping, Lincoln, Outfitter Aug 
¥ati2 Law Courts, Peterboronzh 

Bincn, ALBERT WALTER, Bradnop, nr Leek, Staffs. General 


abourer Aug !0at11.30 Off Rec, 23, King Edward 
st, Macclesfield 

BowMAN, JonnN Tuomas, Barwick in Elmet, York, Coach 
Builder Aug i3at3 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

CAMPBELL, WILLIAM, Heaton Chapel, nr Manchester, 
Yarn Agent Ang 9 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
hester 

CLAXTON, DAVID, Birmingham, Coal Merchaxt Aug 9 at 
12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, B rmingham 


EVANS, WILLIAM REES, Llansamlet, Glam, Labourer Aug 
li at 11 Off Rec, Gov.roment bidgs, St Mary st, 
“swansea 

FAkr, ALBERT EDWARD, Frinton on Sea, Essex, Builder 
Aug 1) at 11.15 Cups Hotel, Colchester 


GracuH, Groror, Arundel st, Strand, Company Promoter 
Aug9at1l2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

GELLING, E F, Kidderpore gdns, Hampstead 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Corey st 


Aug luatll 


GREEN, JAMES FREDERICK, Pc ntllanfraith, Mon, Butcher 
Avg 9atil.30 Off Rie, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Mon 

HENDERSON, J HepiLey, Brockley. Kint Aug 11 at 2.30 
in’, York rd, We tminster B id.e rd 

HERON, TRENE CLARIS*A LORIANNE, Overstrand mana, 
Battersea Park Aug l0atil!i 132, York rd, Westmin- 
st r Bridge rd 

Hout, VINCENT EDWARD, Willenhall, Siaffa, Grocer Aug 
llatilz Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Horsman, W J and UG, Portobello rd, Notting Hill Aug 


atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Hurst, WiLLt1aAM THOMAS, Toddington, Bedford, Farmer 
Aug l0attl Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 


JouNson, WALTER HaRRY, Cosby, Leicester, Boot 
Riveter Aug9atil Off Rec, J, Berridge st 
Jones, EVAN, Caeran nr Bridgend, Coal Miner Aug 10 a} 


11 117, Saint Mary st, Cardiff 
Jones, JAM eS, Pontardulais, Glam, Builder Aug 10 atll 
(it Rec, Government bldgs, St. Mary's st, Swansea 
LoNGSON, JAMES HENkY, Stockport, Cheshire, Decorator 
Aug Q9atil Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 
MALCOLM, HG, Strand Augll atil2 Bankiuptcy | 
Carey st 


g3, 


| NIX, WILLIAM HILL, Southminster, Essex, Movor Engineer 


Aug ll ati2 14. Bedford row 
OBERMAN, 8, Bethnal Green rd Aug ll atll Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 


BS, 


| OVERTON, CHARLES EDWARD, and JAMgs GoupDiEB, Ki g 


st, Hammersmith, Greengrocers Aug l0at12 Bank 
ruptey bldgs, Carey s 


of 


OWEN, WILLIAM, Seaforth, Contrac.or Aug 9 atjll 
Ree, 35, * ictoria st, Liverpool 

PACKY, HARRY, Saltburn by the Sea. Yorks Aug 1) at 
11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbra, Albert rd, Middles- 


brough 
PACKARD, ARTHUR RUDOLPH, Elmcroft crescent, Golders 
Green, Bank Clerk Aug9 at 11 Bankruptcy bid,s, 
Carey st 
PERKINS, GEorGE, West Bromwich, Stone Mason 
at 11.30 Ruskin chm rs, 191, Corporation st, 


Aug 9 
sirming- 


ham 

PHILLIPS, WALTER, Mardy, Gam, Collier Aug 9 atJl 
Off Kec, St Catherine's chmbra, St Catherine 
Ponty »ridd 


PORTER, FRANK NEWBORN, Rotherham, Caretaker Aug 9 


at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

RICHARDSON, EDWIN JOSEPH, Brook st, Grosvenor sq, 
Dentist Aug9ati2 Bankrup*cy bidgs, Carey st 

Rowins, ToomMAS, Huddersfield, Schoolmaster Aug 9 at 

2.15 Law Society's Room, In.perial arcade, New 8, 
Huddersfield 

ROSEMAN, SOLOMON, Teeds, Au tioneer Aug 1) at 5.39 
OW Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

SCHOLEFIELD, LILA, Brsanston mens, Bryanston 84, 


Spinster Aug 10 at 11 Baenkiuptcy Lidgs, Carey st 


| SENTANCE, JO*ErH ADAM, Sheffield, Greengrocer Aug y 
at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield . 
| SMITH, WILLIAM, Conelly Arms Inn, nr Pyle, Glam 


Publican Aug llatl2 117. St Mary st, Cardiff 


TAYLOR, ARTHUR WILLIS, Sheffield, Bee: house Keeper 
Aug 9at 11.50 Off Rec, Figtsee In, Sheffield 

TAYLOR, JoHN W, London Wal!, Shipper Aug 10 at 12 
Jankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

THORNE, THOMAS BESLEY HOUGHTON, Harley st Aug 9at 


1 Bankraptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WADDAMS, ERNEST ARTHUR, Handsworth, Fruiterer Ag 
10.at 11,30 Ruskin chmbrs, Corporation st, Birming: 
ham 

WEBB, HENRY, Wolverhampton, Musical Instrumeat 
Daler Augt!il at11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


WEEKS, CHARLES, Palmerston cres, Palmers Gree®, 
Builder Ang 10 at 12 14, Bedford row 
WELCH, ER, Lancaster pl, Strand Aug 10 at 1 Bank- 


ruptcy bidga, Ca’ ey st 
WILSON, JOHN, Castleford, Yorks, Colliery Deputy Aug? 
at ll Off Kec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 








Aug 9 at 


rer Ang 
Birming 
strumeat 
npton 


Green, 


Bank- 


ty Aug? 





